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In Two Parts. 


THE FIRST 
Being the Caſe of the Diſſenters Review'd, 


THE SE COND, 


A Vindication of their Right to an 


Abſolute Toleration, from the Ob- 
jections of Sir H. MackxworrTa, 
in his Treatiſe, intitul d, Peace at Home. 
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Refrain from theſe Men, and let them alone : for if this 
Counſel, or this Work be of Men, it will come to nought, 
But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it; leſt haply ye 
be found even to fight againſt God, Acts V.38, 39 
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TO THE 


QUEEN'S 


Moſt Excellent Majeſty. 


May it pleaſe Your Majeſty, 
HE Diſſenters are fully perſuaded, 
that Your Majeſty, who does not 
deny Foreign States your Protection, 
whoſe Government adminiſters Iuſ- 
tice impartially to the Injur'd and Oppreſs'd, and 
whoſe Concern extends to the meaneſt of your 
Subjects, will not take it ill, that amidſt the 
reater Buſineſs with which the Affairs of Britain 
and Chriſtendom fill up your time, you are ap- 
ply'd to in behalf of a conſiderable Body of your 
People, wrong d by Milrepreſentations, that car- 
ry a Charge of equal Diſaffection to your Go- 
vernment, Ingratitude and Folly, and which, if 
true, wou'd juſtly forfeit your Majeſty's Protection 
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and Favor! They therefore think themſelves 
oblig'd, in Juſtice to your Majeſty and their own 
Reputation, to take this method to prevent any 
wrong Notions concerning their Loyalty from be- 
ing obtruded on your Majeſty, by any under the 
falſe Colors of Faithfulneſs ro your Intereſt and 
che Truth. 

Your Majeſty, who have had it ſo often pub- 
lickly inſinuated to You of late, that the Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenters are Enemys to our Conſtitution 
and dangerous to your Majeſty's Government, 
cannot but take Satisfaction to find it contra- 
dicted, and to be aſſur d, that if there are any 
among your People ſo ſtupid, as to be inſenſible 
of the Ad vantages of the beſt conſtituted Govern- 
ment the World can boaſt of, or ſo incredibly 
baſe as to have any ill Deſigns againſt your 
Majeſty's Adminiſtration, unhappily fll'd up with 
too much Toil and Difficulty, to create the 
Envy, or the Unthankfulneſs and Diſſatiſ- 
faction of your Subjects to render it uneaſy to 
you: [I fay, that if there be any ſuch, they are not 
ſo many as they ha ve been repreſented, nor are 
the Few that deſerve this odious Character among 
their Number. An Aſſurance that your Majeſty 
will receive with the greater Satisfaction, inaſ- 
much as Diſloyalty would be aggravated by In- 
gratitude in them, who enjoy ſo many Bleſ- 
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ſings under your Majeſty's Reign. In this the 
Diſſenters think themſelves peculiarly happy, that 
a Juſtification of their Principles, which is a 
Duty incumbent upon them, is not likely to be 
wholly ungrateful to Your Majeſty. 

Nor will it be altogether uſeleſs to your Ma- 
jeſty, who find it indiſpenſably neceſſary to be 
inform'd of the true Characters of Partys and 
Perſons, to ſee the Principles of a Set of Men 
here repreſented, in order to your Majeſty's form- 
ing a juſt Judgment, whether They have any 
that ſhould raiſe a Diſtruſt of their Loyalty, and 
render it neceſſary for Your Security, to have 4 
more watchful Eye over them, and to make a narrower 
Inſpefion into their Proceedings. 

And tho your Majeſty has been addreſs d not 
very long ſince, in a Pompous Dedication, to take 
this Courſe with theDiſſenters,and have had ſeveral 
unwarrantable and invidious Concluſions from 
conteſted Facts and Principles, ſuggeſted to You 
by an unknown Author, to argue the Neceſſity 
of ſuch a Method ; yet your Majeſty will eaſily 
perceive, upon a Review of the innocent Prin- 
ciples of the Diſſenters, that ſuch Counſels can 
come from none, but one that is not that Friend 
to your Majefty's Government he pretends to be, 
or whoſe intemperate Heat has atleaſt made him 


a miſtaken one. 
But 
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But for the Diſſenters in the mean time to be 
ſilent, when ſuch Inſinuations are made to Your 
Majeſty, wou'd be pleading Guilty to the In- 
dictment; and when they are arraign'd before 
You, not to lodg their Anſwer in your Hands, 
wou'd betray an Unconcernedneſs about your 
Opinion of 'em, and convey a Notion equally 
diſreſpectful to your Majeſty and unjuſt to 
Themlelves, 

They beg therefore that your Majeſty wou'd 


give dem leave to ſay, that whatſoever has made 


it thought ſo ſeaſonable by a Party of late to 
impeach em of Diſſoyalty, and to endea vour to 
incenſe your Majeſty againſt 'em ; yet that they 
are perfectly ſatisfy'd, that your Majeſty, to 
whom the Common [Intereſt of the Nation is bet- 
ter known, than the. private Advantages of 
each particular Party are to it ſelf, is fully 
perſuaded, that it can't be for your Service to 
ſhew any Diſtruſt of Men, who have done 
nothing to forfeit your Majeſty's Confidence, 
and whoſe Behavior of late may juſtly encreaſe 
it. 

For they dare appeal to your Majeſty, whether 
any were more zealous in promoting the Re- 
volution than they? or more in earneſt for 
ſetling the Proteſtant Succeſſion, the Introducti- 


on to your Majeſty's happy Acceſſion to the 
Throne, 
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Throne, and the Security of your quiet Poſſeſ- 
ſion of it? Whether any give or pay Taxes 
more chearfully, and that at a time when they 
can have no manner of private Advantage to 
ſerve by it, nor ſo much as the innocent Princi- 
ple of an honeſt Ambition, and the Proſpect of 
any part of the Honor of managing the War You 
are ſo gloriouſly engag'd in, to animate em to 
contribute freely to its Support? Nay, whether 
any deprecate publick Calamitys, or give Al- 
mighty God the Praiſe due for National Advanta- 
ges more fervently than they 2 Tho they find that 
thro the narrow and factious Spirits of ſome a- 
mong us, Publick Diſaſters become their private Se- 


curity, and CommonMercys their greateſtDanger ; 


The moſt infallible Teſt of the warmeſt Deſires 


3 of the Proſperity of your Majeſty's Arms, and 
the Peace and Quiet of your Government; and of 
an Obedience, not wholly unlike the fam d Sub- 


miſſion of Iſaac; ſince they wiſh the Succels 
and Encreaſe of your Power, and rejoice at it, 
under the hazard of being ſacrific'd as a Thank- 
Offering ſor ſuch Divine Favors, did not y our 
Majeſty, like the Angel, interpoſe between 
Them and Ruin. 

The Diſſenters, who, by being entirely diſ- 
engag d from all Foreign Intereſts, can have 


none but that of the Nation, and muſt always 
there 
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therefore be ſuppos'd to be ſolicitous how that 
may be beſt ſerv'd, are too well appriz'd of the 
danger of a Diſunion from Scotland upon your 
Majeſty's Demiſe, and the Occaſion which 
that unhappy Hour wou'd give thoſe that 
are in the Intereſt of the Pretended Prince to 
execute their Evil Deſigns (tho your Majeſty 
has receiv'd convincing Proofs, that nothing 
but the want of a fit Occaſion can make them 
wait ſo long) ever to allow themlelves to 
be wanting in their moſt ardent Prayers and 
Waſhes, for the long Continuance of your Ma- 
jeſty's Lite, whom Almighty God has entruſ- 
red with a greater Opportunity to free Eu- 
rope from the Danger of an Univerſal Slavery, 
and Us from the Fears of a Popiſh Succeſſor, than 
any hereafter can be reaſonably expected to be 

poſſeſt of. i | 
Some former Reigns indeed have been jealous 
of the Diſſenters, and thought em dangerous; 
becauſe the Prince, as a late Author has aſſur'd 
us in a Book dedicated to your Majeſty, was a 
ſecret Roman Catholic in the former of thoſe 
Reigns, and a profeſt one in the latter, and they 
had both of them Deſigns of introducing Pope- 
ry and a Popiſh Succeſſion. In purſuance of 
which unhappy meaſures, they put the Diſſenters 
under very great Hardſhips, and commenc'd 
Wars, 


The Dedication. 


Wars, and entred into Alliances, contrary to 
the Genius and lntereſt of the People. But your 
Majeſty's Glorious Predeceſſor, who, having 
nothing ſo much at heart as Liberty and the Proteſ- 
tant Religion, chang d the private Maxims of the 
Court for the general Good and [Inclinations of 
his People, and che [atrigues of the Cabinet for 
the conſtant Advice of Free Parliaments, and 
who ſteadily purſu'd thoſe meaſures which were 
neceſſary to ſecure us from the Dangers of a Po- 
piſh Precender, and the Exorbitant Power of 
France, the only dangerous Support of his Pre- 
| tenſians, found the Diſſenters ready to run thro 
all Hazards and Difficultys, to render his Govern- 
ment ſecure and ealy. 

And fince 'tis the Adminiſtration of Prin- 
ces, that muſt always be ſuppos'd to procure 
the Love or Ill-Will of the People, the Diſſen- 
ters muſt neceſſarily have the ſame Regards 
to Your Majeſty, which they had to the late 
King of Immortal Memory: Your Majeſty hav- 
ing not only given them your Royal Promiſe of 
the Continuance of a Toleration, which he firſt 
gave; but having unweariedly purſu'd his Mea- 
lures with a Succeſs, that he could only wiſh and 
prepare things for; but which was reſerv'd by 
is Providence to render your Reign Glorious, and 
4 your Memory precious to ſucceeding Ages. 
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So that nothing can poſſibly make a Govern- 
ment conducted by theſe Maxims uneaſy to the 
Diſſenters but a Perſecution, which ſometimes 
proves a Temptation to Weak and Private Spi— 
rits to diſturb che Public. And tho it has been 
formerly the Deſign to provoke the Diſſenters by 
Hardſhips to enter into meaſures, which could 
neither ſecure them, nor they juſtify; yet the 
Paſſive Obedience they paid to the Laws ſo far 
defeated the Deſigns of their Enemys, as to force 
them often to accuſe the Diſſenters ot Sham-plors 
to ſupply the want of Real Ones. And the Diſ- 
ſenters are equally ſecure againſt ſuch Trials of 
their ſuffering Vertues now, both by your Ma- 
jeſty's Penetration into the falle Policys of for- 
mer Reigns, your Knowledg of their ill Succeſs, 
and your Royal Promiſe, that no ſuch Methods 
ſhall be made uſe of in Yours. 

The Diſſenters are very well ſatisfy'd, that 
your Majeſty, who is at the Head of the Pro- 
teſtant Intereſt, and not of a Party of it, has too 
great a Concern for its common Intereſt, to wea- 
ken it, by allowing a Perſecution of any of that 
Denomination. And that Vou have too juſt a 
Notion of the Methods of bringing the Diſſen- 
ters into the Church, to ſuffer any to multiply the 
unneceſſary terms of Communion, or to uſe 
Force and Violence to make em Members of it. 


They 
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They are perſuaded, that your Majeſty has too 
much Tenderneſs to puniſh Men for that which 
You take to be their Misfortune, and not their 
Fault ; and too much Regard to the Autho- 
riry of Conſcience, and the unalienable Right 
every Man has to Liberty of obeyiag its Dictates, 
to let any Penaltys be inflicted on Diſſenters, or 
any Civil Privileges accompany their Converſion ; 
which can only tend to bribe or intimidate 
their Conſciences, whoſe Integrity is the beſt 
Security your Majeſty can poſſibly have for the 
dutiful Behavior of any of your Subjects. 

And tho there are ſome who wowd fain have 


your Majeſty look upon the (burch to be a go'd 


part of the Property of your Subjects, and believe 
that *is generally taken to be ſo; yet they only 
thereby diſcover the great Regard they have to 
Property, and the little Opinion that they enter- 
tain of the Church, which is infinitely debagd 
by ſo mean a Similitude. And its a ſign they 
don't know much of its Spiritual Nature and Pri- 
vileges, and of the ways by which they are loſt 
and gain'd, who think that fencing it about 
by the ſame Laws with which we defend our 
Poſſcſſions can give it any Security; and deſire 
that it may be equally penal to invade another 
man's Property, or to diſſent from the Church. 
From the high Value theſe Men ſet upon Pro- 
a 2 perty, 
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perty, and the low and confus d Notion they 
have of the Church, all wile Men will be apt 
to conclude that they rather deſign to make 
a Property of the Church, than the Church any 
part of their Property. 

Vour Majeſty will therefore eaſily perceive, that 


any Applications which are made to repreſeat 


the Diſloyalty of the Diſſenters, and to turn 
your Diſpleaſure againſt em, if they are not 
owing to à furious and miſtaken Zeal, muſt 
proceed either from a Deſign to create a Suſpicion 
of the Weakneſs of your Government, to its 
unſpeakable Prejudice, at a time, when its Ene- 


mys are boaſting of their Strength and Numbers ; 


or to furniſh your Enemys with a better oppor- 
tunity of concerting their Meaſures without Diſ- 
covery or * - and at the ſame time to 


create a Coolneſs, if it were poſſible, in the 


Affections of ſome of the trueſt Friends of your 
Majeſty's Perſon and Government. 

And theſe Deſigns ſome may poſſibly flatter 
themſelves with the hopes of compalling, by 


the Tendencys ſuch Applications have to 


beget a Diffidence in your Majeſty of a 
faithful Part of your Subjects, and a ſecret Jea- 
louſy in the Difſenters of the Continuance of their 
Toleration ; and to divert your Majeſty's Ap- 
prehenſions and Watchfulneſs from thoſe who 
depend upon a Foreign Power, and won't give 

bo the 
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the Securitys the Government requires of em for: 
their dutiſul Behavior, againſt che Diſſenters that 
are ready to abjure all Foreign Intereſts; and: to- 
ſwear to be faithful and true to Yours. i! 

But whatever may be theſe mens Deſighs and; 
Expectations, the Diſſenters are well fatisfy'd, 
that their unfeign'd Obedience and your Majeſty's: 
Wiſdom and Goodnels will prevent their raking: 
place. They know your Majeſty-is,coo exactly 
inform d of the many ill Effects of the Severitys 
us d againſt the Diſſentets in ſome late Reigns, and 
of the Advartages that accrwd from the Mildneſs 
and Clemency of the laſt. ro be e ver convinc d of! 
the Neceſſity of keeping 'a ſtricter? hand over 
them, in order to Your own Security, 


xi 


Great Endeavors have indeed been us'd to. - 


f b alienare your Majeſty's Affections from the Diſ- 
© lemers, by repreſenting the unhappy Troubles 
of the laſt Age in falſe Colors; and making 


thoſe men Actors in that bloody Tragedy, who! 


ventur'd farther in endeavouring to prevent the 
Fail of that Royal Head, and early to reſtore 
Your Royal Family during the Uſurpation, than 
any others dar'd to do. And to ſhew the great 
Good-will ſome men bear the Diſſenters, this 
bloody Scene is repreſented afreih, contrary to 
the Acts of Grace and Oblivion, that ſhou'd 
have bury'd thoſe Times in Silence, and to 
the 
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the loyal Behavior of the Diſſenters, that ought 
to have procin'd em a more honourable men- 
tion, from all that pretend to think well of 
the Revolution, or to wiſh well to your Ma- 
jeſty's Reign. | 
But not to take up your Majelty's time in ſet- 
ting in a true Light, what part the Diſſenters 
acted in thoſe Troubles, of which your Majeſty 
can't be ſuppos d to want a juſt Information ; 
none are to be blam'd for the Extravagancys 
that were then committed, but they who were 
concern'd in 'em, or they who abet 'em. And 
to impute any Faults of the Diſſenters of 
thoſe days to the Diſſenters of ours, wou'd not 
have quite ſo much Jultice in ir, as to puniſh 
Children for the Iniquity of their Fore fa- 
thers. | 
And whoever were the Actors in thoſe Trou- 
bles, yet it is certain, as a noble Author, late! 
introduc'd into Your Preſence, has obſerv'd, 
that ic was ſtraining things too far in Church and 
State, that rankled mens Minds, and carry'd 'em 
to thoſe Extremitys; and not any form'd 
Scheme or Set of Principles, or any previous ill 
Diſpoſitions that were obſervable in thoſe that 
engag d in the Civil War. It was the Hnreaſona- 
ble, Unskilful, and Precipitate Meaſures of the 
Court, in his Lordſhip's Opinion, that were the 
Source 
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Source from whence thoſe Waters of Bitterneſs 
did moſt probably low. So that tis equally 
improper for any to lament that they have not 
the power to {crew up things to the ſame pitch 
again; or to pretend, till they get that Power 
and exert it, that there is the leaſt Shadow of 
Danger to a mild and prudent Adminiſtration, 
becauſe the Men of thole Times oppos'd the un- 
uſual Reſolutions of the Court, by Proceedings 
as much without a Precedent. 

t was not the Conſtitution of the Church of 
England that Men were at fitſt angry with, but 
the Fears of Popery that they were under, from 
the Deſigns that ic was generally thought a great 
Prelate had to return to the Church of Rome : 
Nor did they intend the Subverſion of the Eſta- 
bliſhment ot the Church, but ro oppoſe the Op- 
preſſion and Perſecution. that was either felt or 
apprehended : Nor was. it the Ceremonys of the 
Church, but the introducing ſome things which, 
look d too like Superſtition and Prophaneneſs, 
that rais'd the Fury in thoſe who had till then con- 
form d to the Church. which at laſt ended in the 
Ruin of its outward Order and ſome of its Super- 
ſtructures; tho its Being and Foundation, the 
Doctrine of Jeſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles, the 
Rock on which the Church of England is built, 
and its chief Corner-ſtone, remain'd neverthe- 


leſs 
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leſs unmov'd, thro all the Diſorders of thoſe 
Theſe are Remarks which the Adverſarys of 
the Diſſenters know to be juſt, and which they 
are ſenſible invalidate the Charges brought a- 


gainſt em from that Hiſtory. That they may there - 


fore lay a better Foundation of Diſtruſt in your 
Majeſty of their Allegiance and Fidelity, they 
charge diſloyal Principles upon the preſent Body 


of the Diſſenters; hoping thereby to help out a 


Fact, which they muſt needs be conſcious is not 
at all parallel co the preſent State of Things, and 
whoſe Guilt can't belong to the Diſſenters 
8 if it did belong to ſome Diſſentets 
then. 275 
They wou'd, in order to this, poſſeſs your 
Majeſty, that the Monarchy of England is not now 
capable of being ſupported but upon the Principles of the 
Church of Pngland, in oppoſition to thoſe of the 
Diſſenters: aud that the Principles of the Difſen- 
ters are directly contrary to Monarchical and Epiſcopal 
Government. 
But theſe Aſſertions will make no Impreſſion 
upon your Majeſty, who knows that there are 
no Diſſenters from the Principles of the Church 
of England about Government and Monarchy, 
except the Non-Jurors. The Monarchy of Eng- 
land at preſent ſtands upon the Principles of the late 


happy 
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happy Revolution, in which all true Churchmen 
and Diſſenters agree. And the only Principles 
that are dangerous to the Monarchy, as tis hap- 
pily veſted in your Majeſty, and founded upon 
the Revolution, ate thoſe of Paſſive Obedience, 
and the Divine Right of an unalterable Succeſſion 
in the Right Line. And tis the Denial of a mw 
tual Compact between the Prince and his Subjects; and 
the aſſerting, that the early Death of the late Queen 
Mary of ever Glorious Memory, made immediate] 
Room for your Majeſty's more--Mnreſtram'd and Sove- 
reign Authority, that are the Tenents which threaten 
the Monarchy of England, as it is at preſent by 
Law Eſtabliſh d. Becauſe tis theſe that prevent 
the Non-Jurors in both Kingdoms from taking 
the Oaths to the Government, and ſtrike at the 
very Root of the Abdication, and the preſent 
Settlement of the Crown. | 297 

Tis true, the Diſſenters have Principles that 
are contrary to an Abſolute Monarchy, but thoſe 
only render them better Friends to a Limited 
One: and *tis Monarchy after the French, and not 
after the Engliſh Model, that they have conſtant- 
ly declar'd againſt, They havealways indeed 
too remonſtrated againſt the pretended Obligati- 
ons to ſuch an Abſolute Non-Reſiſtance, and an 
unlimited Paſſive Obedience to the Crown, as 


was utterly inconſiſtent with the Revolution 2 
b Princi- 
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Principles, of which tis hard to ſay, whether they 
are more dangerous by being too weak to bear a 
Government, or ſpecious enough to tempt Prin- 
ces to truſt to their Support. But in this they 
have help'd to diſcover their pernicious Fallacy 
and Cheat, and have had the Honeſty to profeſs 
what all others never fail to practiſe. By doing 
ſo, and maintaining Self- preſer vation to be one 
of the firſt and moſt fundamental Laws of Na- 
ture, they have had the Honor to pave the way 
to your Majeſty's happy Acceſſion to the Crown, I thi 
So that your Majeſty has at once an lnſtance of | cen 
the Innocence and Uſefulneſs ot this Principle, 1 

in ſome of the moſt Loyal of your Subjects at 
| Home, and of the moſt hearty of your Allys A- 
= broad, the People of the Cevennois, whom you 
= are graciouſly pleaſed to aſſiſt in acting agreeably 
= to its full Purport. 

But the Diſſenters would crave the Liberty to 
aſſure your Majeſty, that theſe free Principles, 
! which ſerve to maintain the juſt Rights of Humas 
= nity, only render them the fitter to be free Sub- 
= jets ; but are ſo far from carrying em to en- 
| deavor to introduce a Commonwealth, to the 

i Subverſion of the known Conſtitution of this 
= Kingdom, that they think no Man a greater E- 

[| nemy to England, a Jacobite only excepted, 
than a Republican. 
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What is meant by Epiſcopal Government, the 
Diſſenters don't ſo well underſtand; nor how 
their Principles can be ſaid to be directly contrary 
to it. They would hope, that tis not made any 
matter of Accuſation againſt em, that they do 
not believe the Powers of the Biſhops to be In- 
dependent from the State, - or that any Injuſtice 
has been done to the Ejected Ones; which are 
indeed held to be as neceſſary Tenents by ſome 
I now-a-days, as any contain'd in our Catechiſms. 
Nor can the Diſſenters tell what other meaning 
this Charge can have, in which they can be con- 
cern'd. They believe your Majeſty to be Su- 
preme in all Cauſes Civil and Eccleſiaſtical. They 
hold the Order of Biſhops to be lawful, tho they 


do not take it to be Divine. And it may be thoſe, 


Þvbo would gladly irritate your Majeſty againſt 
Ihe Diſſenters, would not be better pleas'd with 
them, if they ſhould hear them profeſs a great 
deal of Veneration for their Lordſhips Perſons, 
and aſſure your Majeſty, as they might do 
with the greateſt Sincerity, that they think it one 
Jof the moſt valuable Bleſſings of your Reign, 
chat you have ſuch a Bench of Biſhops to ſum- 
mon to Parliament, to adviſe your Majeſty a- 
bout the great and arduous Affairs of the King- 
Nom. And ſince your Majeſty has given your 
Royal Aſſurances, that You will maintain a To- 
; b 2 leration 
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leration granted to their Scruples about taking 
Orders from a Biſhop, according to the preſent 
manner of conferring em, or about committing 
themſelves to his ſpiritual Care ; it's to be hop'd 
1 none will think it a Crime in the Diſſenters, that 
N l they uſe a Liberty, which while their Scruples re- 
1 main, the Law of God indiſpenſably enjoins, and 
your Majeſty's Government graciouſſy allows. 
But if the Principles of the Diſſenters were as 
3 Inconſiſtent with the Order of Biſhops as their 
5 Enemys wou'd repreſent em to be; yet the Diſ- 
= ſenters are ſatisfy d, that this wou d not infer the 
a Concluſion tis deſign'd to ſuggeſt, and convince 
1 your Majeſty of the Diſloyalty of the Diſſenter;; 
who find Your Self, by the dutiful Behavior of 
= the Presbyterians of Scotland, ſo happily con- 
| * vinc'd on the one hand of the Falſity of that fam'd ; | 
=. Maxim, No Biſhop, No King: And by the ill 
= Conduct of the Epiſcopal Party there, on the o- 
| ther, that ſome may be unalterably ſet upon Bi- 
| ſhops, and againſt their rightful Sovereign at the Þ 
r fame time. 4 
a ' Your Majeſty will eaſily acquit the Difſenters 
= from Charges of this nature, which as they are 
| 


J ls. a a 4 Who ao. .% wd wH_ How. 


vo 


capable of the moſt ſatisfactory Anſwers, fo 
1 are they ſupported by no Proof but that of a Fact, 
5 which it ſelf has no Evidence of its Truth; and 
which if it had, affects none but thoſe ſingle Ard 1 
ons 
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| ſons who ſhall be prov'd to be concern d in it: 


mean the ſolemnizing of that diſmal Thirtieth of Ja- 
nuary, in Scandalous and Opprobrious Feaſting and 
Teſting. ARite ſo barbarous and inhuman, as 
is the inſulting the Memory of a Vertuous and 
Unfortunate Prince, that | wou'd hope none that 
breath the ſame Air with your Majeſty can be 
guilty of it: But which the Diſſenters know 
nothing more of than their Accuſers, and are 
more ſorry, that there is the leaſt Suſpicion of 
ſuch a Crime's being perpetrated by any of their 
Countrymen, than their Accuſers can be glad, 
that it ſerves as a Reproach to any of their Num- 
ber. If any ſuch Solemnity ſhould be practis'd 


in ſecret, the Diſſenters hope the Promoters of it 


will be diſcoverd: and if it ſhould appear: that 
any of em were Diſſenters, which is a Suſpicion: 


| altogether as groundleſs as they believe tis 


falſe, yet this cou'd no more argue the Body 
of the Diſſenters guilty of Retaining the Rebellious 
Principles of the laſt Age, than it cou'd be conclu- 
ded that all Churchmen were Jacobites, if it 
ſhou'd be prov'd, that ſome of that Body have 
wich the like Barbarity drunk Healths and paid 
Honors to a couple of Animals, for occaſioning 
the Death of one of the beſt of Princes. 

la the mean while your Majeſty will eafily 
obſerve how juſtly the Diſſenters dread the falling 


into 
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into the hands of thoſe men, who wou'd pu- 
niſh 'em for the Crimes of their Predeceſſors, 
and wou'd impute the Iniquity of a Fact with- 
out Evidence, and whoſe Guilt is not ſo much 
as ſuſpected to affect any conſiderable Number, 
to a whole Body. | 

Since upon the whole then it appears, that 
the Diſſenters have ſo many Principles and In- 
tereſts concurring to ſecure your Majeſty of their 
Fidelity; and ſince they have done no Fact, nor 


hold any. Principles that can raiſe a Diſtruſt of 


them in your Majeſty, They promiſe them- 
ſelves, that You will by no means be en- 
gag'd either to hinder the Continuance of the 
Diſſenting Aſſemblys to the next Generation, or 
to deprive em of any Powers and Capacitys of 
ſerving your Majeſty and their Country, which 
they now enjoy. 

The utmoſt of their Wiſhes is a farther Ad- 
vance towards the firſt deſign'd Reformation 
of the Church, which no body pretends is al- 
ready perfect. And in caſe they can't obtain 
this by peaceable and legal Methods, the utmoſt 
they deſire is a Continuance of the Toleration 
of their own Religious Societys, in which they 
think that Reformation is in a good meaſure ob- 
tain d. If in this they conceive amiſs, they hope 
your Maieſty will imitate the great Head of the 

Church, 


T be Dedication: xxiii 
Church, and bear with theit involuntary Miſ- 
take. 

This chey humbly ask with the greater Con- 
fidence, becauſe they are conſcious of their un- 
biaſs'd Deſigns to uſe every Power that ſhall 
be continued to em, and to exert themſelves to 
the utmoſt in every Capacity for the Service of 
your Majeſty and their Country. And therefore 
they hope they may preſume, that You will 
not hearken to a later Author, who wou'd per- 
ſuade your Majeſty to deprive em of Oppor- 
tunitys of Service, which they hope will be ever 
as uſeful to your Majeſty, as they will be always 
bonorable and agrecable co Them, They have 
che leſs reaſon to be apprehenſive of His ſucceeding 
wich your Majeſty, ſince to the infinite Satisfacti- 
Jon of your People, You have expreſs d too great . 

J Concern for a general Union among em, and. 
IF know the beſt Methods to obtain it too accurately, 
© co encourage any Meaſures, the remote Jealoulys. 
and Apprehenſions whereof have more. than 
once caus d a Ferment and Con vulſion, that 
3 * reach d to the molt diſtant Parts of the King- 
dom. 4 
be Diſſenters beg your Majeſty to believe, L 
chat tis only n tbeſe Men, who thus miſrepreſent 
em, and wou'd adviſe your Majeſty to take ſe- 
ere Meaſures with em, that they wou'd oppoſe 


xxiv The Dedication. 
in their ſeveral Stations ; and that more for en- 
deavouring to bring Difficultys and Uneaſineſs 


upon your Majeſty and the Public, than upon 
hemſelves. And your Majeſty, who quickly 


ſees thro the Pretences of thoſe that approach * 
You, will eaſily diſcern, that 'tis not any Princi- log 
ples of Difloyalty to your Majeſty, but a Reddy 24s 
Adherence to the true Intereſt of your Majeſty FI 
and of the Proteſtant Succeſſion, and to Mea- Lats 
ſures that won't ſo eaſily fall in with ſome mens one 


private Deſigns, that has raisd this Cry againſt “ 
em. Had it not been for this, your Majeſty 1 rs / 
might poſſibly have found their preſent Accuſers if 
their greateſt Patrons and Protectors. 71 

May the Almighty, by whom Kings reign and . 
Princes decree Juſtice, bleſs your Majeſty with 
the Diſcernment of an Angel of God: and in 
order to render your Majeſty's Government eaſy 
to Yourſelf and a continued Bleſſing to Your WW 
People, vouchſafe to your Majeſty the Knowledg i 
of the true Friends and Enemys of your Perſon 
and Government; and grant that You may ne- Ver. 
ver truſt any one of Theſe, nor diſtruſt any of %% 
the Other. 1-2 

$901! 70) | | ; ſelve 


er 1 a As 7 4 ſures 


90% 
con 
Im. 


— - ͤ27)“).½:. 5 V-Ww * a 


— _ 


ESE Sn on ov — — — — 2 = . - —— — " 8 4 * 2 — — ——— — — 
— —— eg — — — — — - - - — — — a © — — —— — — 
Wn 


_— — — — 


1 7 
THE “* 


— — — — 
” — — 
— 0 — 


awe re... 


The PREFACE. 


HE Cauſe that the World is nom deſir d to give 
Judgement in, has been more than once publickly 
and ſucceſsfully argu d; and ſince I pray a Rehear- 
6 ing, tis but juſt that I ſhould have ſo much defe- 
rence to Mankind, the Judges to whom I appeal, as not to 
lodge it before I have ſuggeſted thoſe Reaſons which induc d 
me to draw it up, and to hope that it would ot be thought a 
piece of Impertinence and Preſumption to deſire a Review. 


late, by the Evidence that has been brought of the Title every 
one has to it, and the great Advantages it brings along with 
it to all Governments, that it is become a ſort of fundamen- 
tal Maxim of ours, and an eſſential Part of the Conſtitution. 
I.ſomuch that an Attempt, which all unbiaſs'd Men took to be 
= 144 to weaken and impair the Toleration, was prefac'd with a 
= /olemn Aſſurance, that it ought to be inviolably obſerv d. 

= Right and Public Advantage indeed are always Arguments 
0 honeſt Minds, and engage em to purſue every thing that 
comes under that Repreſentation. But to Party-men, who 
os at from private views, they only ſerve as Cautions 
42 4:n/t a publick Oppoſition, of that which makes ſo advanta- 
= £c0us an Appearance, and a Hint to pretend to promote it or 
x '0 oppoſe it ſecretly, whenever tis neceſſary, in order to 
= compaſs their little Ends, to oppoſe it at all. 

And this has been the Reaſon why ſome, who find the Diſ- 
enters to be a Party that thwart their private Intereſts, 
either profeſs to maintain the Toleration, or don't own any 
Deſign to repeal it, at the ſame time that they diſcover them- 
ſelves to diſcerning Men, to be reſolutely bent upon thoſe mea- 
ſures, which will gradually weaken and deſtroy it. 

This Attempt upon the Toleration under 4 pretence of 
Friendſhip, or at leaſt without declaring open War ag dinſt it, 
C end an 


Ihe Tolerat ion of Diſſenters has got ſo much Credit of 
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fronal Conformiſts of the Right they have to a Toleration, is 


of [ome Remedy to cure that ill Diſpoſition. 


The Preface, 


endangers the Toleration much more than any public Aﬀs of 


Hoſtility poſſibly could; ſince by theſe means the Diſſenters 
are lull'd aſleep, or are not any ways alarm'd to ward off the 
Blow. 

But ſince "tis plain that the Occaſional Conformiſts are only 
attaqu'd like a thinner Squadron, that the whole Body of the 
Diſſenters may be the more ſucceſsfully routed ; and that "tis 
endeawour'd to deprive them of all Offices, for no other par- 
poſe, than that by taking thi Outwork of the Toleration, the 
Fort may be the more eaſily ſtorm' d; "tu high time that the 
Redoubts ſhould be ſtrengthened, and the Avenues well 
guarded and ſecur d. 

This is a time when no Man that wiſhes well to the 
Tolcration of Diſſenters, can think it improper to Review 


rhe whole of their Caſe, to be appriz'd of what they hold to 
be their Obligations, what they claim as their Due, and what 


they take to be the Intereſt of their Country in reference to 


Themſelves ; and to find proper Arguments and Anſwers 


' . EZ 
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drawn from the general Principles of an abſolute and in- 


artial Toleration of all Diſſenters, accommoaated to the 
| Caſe of the Occaſional Conformiſls, and to the Exceptions | 
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that are made to the Pleas for their Toleration. 
And ſince Sir H. M. bas endeavour d to defeat the Occr 


common with other Diſſenters, and pretends that they ought 
not to be ſuffer d to enjoy it; it's but a piece of common 


Juſtice to allow th: Occaſional Conformiſis to put in their 
Anſwer. And there s the more reaſon for it, ſince Sir H's 


Performance has been cry'd up by ſome intereſted Men, as « 
Maſterpiecr, and uncapable of receiving a fatisfattory Anſwer. 


Whas eng ag d me too the more to make a Reply to it, was | 


1 


the greater Succeſs this Treatiſe has met with than Sir H 
Bookſeller complains his * former one did; which argu'd « | 
fed Trini- great Diſpoſition in ſome People to receive any Arguments, | 


that were brought on that ſide the Queſtion, and the 1 
The 


The Preface: 


The Reader will ] hope forgive me, for exceeding the 
jſt Bounds of a Pamphlet. But whoever makes fair Quo- 
tations from Sir H. M. will quickly ſwell a Book ; and Sir H. 
not any where determining his Notions, and leaving it to 
his Reader to fix his meaning from the Deſign of his Trea- 
tiſe, the Connexion of the Place, or ſome parallel Paſſages 
ſcatter'd up and down his Book (all of which being conſulted, 
ſometimes leave the Difficulty unreſolv'd) renders it often | 
neceſſary to make ſeveral Quotations and Deduttions to ſet- bo 
tle the Senſe of a ſingle Propoſition, which the Anſwerer is 5 
to debate. So that I muſt needs ſay, it has been generally 
more difficult to determine the exact Signification of Sir H's 


Aſſertions, than to refute 'em. bas Nat 
However I have endeavour'd to make the Reader amends 


as well as I cod; and therefore, where I was not ſo certain 
of Sir H's meaning, I have fix'd that upon his Woras, 
wh according to my Apprehenſions wou'd beſt ſerve his 
purpoſe. Ana I have endeavour'a not only to anſwer whit 
Sir H. has ſaid, but what might have been ſaid, as 4 
further Proof of what he advances. | 

That all this was not ſooner done and publiſb'd (beſides 
its being ſome conſiderable time after Sir H's Book appear d; 
before that Acceptance which its ſeveral Editions in' various 
Forms argue it has met with, cou d be knonn, the great 
reaſon of my anſwering it) is owing to ſome little Accidents 
of Indiſpoſition ana other Interruptions, which "tis neither 
worth. my while particularly to relate, nor. my Reader's 
to be inform d of. | - 1 
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AG. 17. lin. 6. for Lys, r. Ly. P. 37. l.21.f. to the contrary, . of the Tneffi-- 
cacy of every thing bat Love and Kindneſs, and the Efficacy of gentle Methods - 
to convince Mens Minds. P. 47. l. 31. t. em, r. it. P.6g. I. 20. f. can be only in- 


forming, r. can only inform. 
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ADVERTISEMENTS. 


HFH E Intereſt of England conſider'd, in reſpect to pro- 
1 teſtants Diſſenting from the Eſtabliſn'd Chucrch. With 
ſome Thoughts about Occaſional Conformity. The Second 
Edition Corrected and Enlarg'd. 
A Propoſal for putting a Speedy End to the War, by ruin- 


ing the Commerce of the French and Spaniards, and Securing 


our own, Without any additional Expence to the Nation. 
Dedicated to his Royal Highneſs the Prince. 

The Monument: A Poem Sacred to the immortal Memory 
of the Beſt and Greateſt of Kings, Wiliam the Third, King 
of Great Britain, &c. Dedicated to his Grace the Duke of 


£5 Devonſhire. Both by Mr. Dennis, Author of Liberty A.- 


erted. 
Anguis in Herba: or the fatal Conſequences of a Treaty with 
France. Wherein it is prov'd, That the Principles whereby 


the French King governs himſelf, will not allow him to obſerve 
any Treaty longer than it is for his Intereſt to break ir, That 
he has always aim'd at the Union of the Crowns of France 
and Spain ſince the Pyrenean Treaty. That, notwithſtanding 
his Pretences to the contrary, ſuch is his Deſign at this day. 


And that nothing can prevent it, but to reduce his Power to 


ſuch a Degree, as may perfectly break his Meaſures, 

Memoirs of Sir Jabn Berkley, containing an Account of his 
Negotiation with Lieutenant-General Cromwel, Commiſſary- 
General Ireton, and other Officers of the Army, for reſtoring 
King Charles the Firſt to the Exerciſe of the Government of 
England. In which the ill Conduct of that unfortunate Prince, 
and the Treachery and Hypocriſy of Oliver Cromwel, are plain- 


1y ſet forth. All fold by A. Baldwin in Warwick-lane. 
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DISSENTERS 
REVIEW'D. | 


| HERE“'s no man that makes the leaſt Reflec- 
tion on the Perſons and Things of his on time, 


but muſt neceſſarily obſerve with how great 

eagerneſs and frequency the Diſſenters have 
been attaqu?d of late, and with bow much reluctancy 
they are brought to reply. I know the Reaſons of this 
Conduct are differently repreſented, as the Reaſons of 
moſt Fats are, according}tothe Toterefts or Prepoſſeſſions 
of the ſeveral Partys. But no body can be juſtly ſurpriz'd 
at this Procedure, who obſerves, that they who engage 
in Diſputes muſt be Men of great Leiſure and Receſs 
from other Buſineſs ; and that Diſputes themſelves prove 


generally. ineffectual to ſerve the common Intereſts 'of 
Society and Religion, or prejudicial to them both. Con- 
Fawn gives an Edge to Mens Minds and 


1005, and provokes em to break the Tys of Love 
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The Caſe of the Diſſenters re vier d. 


and Charity, the Band of Civil and Religious Perfection. 
It raiſes too much Paſſion againſt our Adverſary, and a 
greater concern for our ſelves than for the Truth; and 
robs us of that Sedateneſs of Mind, in which alone 
Fruth can maintain its own Empire, or foil the Powers 
of the Prince of Darkneſs. . So that whilſt Controverſy 
is like to do ſo little good, and, without a great deal of 
caution in managing it, ſo much harm, he muſt be a 
very idle Fellow indeed, and be capable of little ſervice 
otherways, that can be forward to engage in it. 

But poſſibly the Diſſenters think, that they had the 
leſs Obligation to appear in their own Defence, becauſe 
they thought their Conduct ſpoke for it ſelf. And they 
were more willing the World ſhould ſee their Inno- 


cence expreſsꝰd iꝑ their Actions than their Apologys and 
Vindications ih that their Enemys ſhou'd find their 
own Mouths ſtop'd by. the Diſſenters blameleſs Beha- 
vior, rather than by Recriminations and Anſwers, And 
they had flatter'd themſelves, that their Conduct muſt 
neceſſarily have acquitted em from the Charges that us'd 
to be made againſt em. For they imagin'd after they 
had been more faulty in ſome Peoples Opinions for ſup- 


porting a Prince than for dethroning one, their Loyalty 
wou d ſcarce have been call'd again in queſtion: Nor theit 


Charity, after they had fo frequently conform*d-upon Oc- 
caſion to the Church of England, at her Invitation to do 
it, and her Complaint againſt the Neglect of it k. Nor 

| their 


66 


1. 


* Dr. Stillingfleet in 4 Sermon pre ich before the Lord Mayor, entitul d, The 
Miſchief of Separation, complains, after be had ſaid, that the Liſſenters hol 
Communion with the Church of England in the Liturgy and ' Sacraments lawful, 
and in ſome Cafes a Duty; * that they ſho'd not join with the Church, in what 
© they themſelves thought lawful, and in ſome Caſes a Duty.” And camplaint, 
© that the Preachers keep this Doctrine of the lawfulneſs of a Diſſenter's joining in 
© the publick A mbit, a ſecret in their own Breafts? And adds, that if thoſe 


« Preachers 
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their Sincerity in this Practice, when 'tis known that they . Cal-- 
took it up before any ſhew of Intereſt cou'd tempt them 57% en, 
to it: and that they continue it, when they are told by of d. Bar- 
their Enemys that it muſt diſſerve their Party; and by n 
their Friends, that it can ferve none but that of che truly Hoe . 
Chriſtian one. of the 
They thought therefore if theſe Facts wou'd not juſtify. 7% ws = 
em, it was only becauſe they were not obſerv*d, or the p. 3. 
Reaſon of 'em not attended to; and that it wou'd be ſuffi- 

cient, if they ſhou'd juſt ſet em in a fair Light, to give 

the World ſatisfaction. Or that at leaſt if Reaſon wou'd 

not be heard in the mouths of Partys, it wou'd have its 

juſt regard when it came from thoſe impartial Judges, to 

whom injur*d Juſtice has its laſt Reſort; who, as all juſt 

Judges do, turn'd Advocates in this honeſt Cauſe, and 
pleaded the Rights of the Oppreſs'd. They ſaw their 
Lordſhips Defence of em wow'd increaſe the Credit and 
Authority their Lordſhips juſtly ſtand poſſeſs'd of, and 

needed not the juſt Opinion the People of England have of. 

em, to give their Lordſhips Reaſons their full weight: and 

that nothing cou'd add to that, unleſs it were, that others 


were ſo light and trivial. It was ſaid indeed, that if 
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F * things went on as they did, the Church wou'd be in 

t danger for the future. For that the Diſſenters had been 

X * Seditious, and that they continud to be Schiſmaticks; 

0 and had of late Hypocritically found out a Practice, that. 

r * was equally inconſiſtent with the Laws and their own 

ir | lin vi 

— © Preachers ww'd acquit themſelves Ike honeſt and conſcientious men, they muſt, r. 30. 38. 
_ tell the People plainly, that they loo on ohr Churches as lawful Churches,” Thus 

y taſt 4 very particular Invitation to Occaſional Conformity, and a heavy Complaint 

' / upn the Preachers for their ſilente about it, as the Cauſe of their Peoples neg- 

ws let it: Which by the wayis a flrange Charge for the Dodor to malę againſt the, 

— Preachers, when he had hut juſt quoted @ Book of theirs, that poſitively declar'd it Pag. 22 

— A 


to — V orli as their Op nion, that Occaſional Conformity was not only Lawful but 
| uty, 
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© Principles. Whence it was infer'd, that the Diſſenters 
* ought to be incapacitated of all Offices, for the ſecurity 
© of the Church: Eſpecially ſince they might be incapaci- 
< tated, without giving the Church one Advantage it had 
© not, or without depriving the Diſſenters of one they had. 
© For that as reſtraining Diſſenters from Offices was mani- 
© feftly deſign'd by the Corporation and Teſt Acts, fo that 
© Reſtraint was not remov'd by the A& of Toleration, 
nor delir'd by the beſt of the Diſſenters themſelves. 

But how ſpecious ſoever theſe Objections might appear 
at firſt, the Diſſenters thought they cou'd not remain ſo, 
after it had been advanc'd in anſwer : © That the Church 


Lords Fre- 6 was in no preſent danger, and but in an imaginary one 


for the future, Which might be the more juſtly aſſerted, 
 fince the Church had been ſecure and flouriſhing for ma- 
ny Years, in the condition in which it is at preſent, with- 
out any new Security. That fince the Difſenters were 
« tolerated, they cond not be thought Schiſmaticks: And 
« that if they had been Seditious, *rwas when Perſecution 
© had made them open Enemys. But that as their Inde- 
« pendence from foreign Power, and the Smallneſs of their 
Numbers compar'd with that of the Church, ſecur*d em 
from being dangerous; ſo gentler Methods had made 
dem true Friends to the Government both in Church and 
© State, That Occaſional Conformity was a Practice an- 
« tienter than the Teft Act, tho it was but of late that any 
© ObjeQions had been made againſt it: And that it was 
not inconſiſtent for a man that con'd conform in ſome In- 
© ſtances, to havea weak and a fcrupulous Conſcience,that 
© wou'd not let him conform in others. Hence they in- 
« fer'd, that it wou'd be unreaſonable to diſturb the Pub- 
lick Peace in ſo critical a Juncture; and that ſince a 
© Toleration had done Service to Church and State, it ought 
to be preſerv'd and ſtrengthen'd rather than endanger'd 
and impair'd. That if the Bill made no Alteration * 
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The Cafe of the Diſſenters reviem d. 
the prejudice of the Diſſenters, it wou'd be ineffeQual : 
and if it did, it wou'd be hard to puniſh Men for going 
to a Meeting, which as the Law ſtands is no Crime. 
* That the Corporation Act cou'd not be pleaded as 2 
«© Precedent for this, becauſe the Circumſtances of the 
Times made it widely different. And that this Bill 
© cou'd not be faid tooblige the beſt, and difoblige only the 
« worſt among the Diſſenters, unleſs they were the worſt 
* among the Diſſenters who were neareſt to the Church, 
and they the beſt who were at the greateſt diftance. 
Thus Imaginary Dangers of the Church and Old Crimes 
of the Diſſenters have been ſet forth at large, in order to 
juſtify the Conduct of thoſe who wou'd have incapacita- 
ted them of all Employments. Whilft the noble Patrons 
raigd up by Providence for their Defence, whom the 
World has ſo much reaſon to rely upon, and ſo little to 
ſuſpect, have given us the real Advantages of Church and 
State, and the late Behavior of the Diſſenters, as the rea- 
fons of taking 'em under their Protection. A greater 
Advantage in arguing can hardly be ſuppos'd, whether 
we conſider the Abilitys of the Diſputants, or the Iſſue 
of the Difpate. And ſince ſuch an entire Defeat of the 
deſt Forces and Artillery that cou'd be brought out by the 
other ſide, has only gain'd the Diſſenters and Moderate 
Churchmen a Fruce,. till the Forees cou'd rally again, 
what laſting Advantage can be expected from an Encoun- 
ter between two ſingle Combatants, tho Truth and Suc- 
ceſs ſhou'd be on our fide ? However ſince we are not only 
ehalleng'd by a Champion of the other Party, but urg'd 
by the Friends of our own ; and ſince, tho tis ſcarce to 
be hop'd that Victory cou'd procure Peace, yet that Si- 
ſence might be thought to betray Cowardice ; we think 
our ſelves oblig'd to enter the Liſts, that if we can ſerve 
no better a purpoſe, we may at leaſt prevent our Adver- 
larys from telling the World, that we have given up. = 
au 
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in their own Deſence, and what Exceptions have been 


. and not worſhip him in that which they take to 


The Caſe of the Diſſenters revie u d. 


Cauſe of Toleration, or others from taking the occaſion to 
ſuſpect we have beiray'd it. 

In order to this, it may poſſibly be worth the while to 
take a ſummary view of what the Diſſenters have advanc'd 


made to it, before we conſider what has been alledg'd a- 
gainſt em. And under the firſt head we'l take a ſhort 
view of the Reaſons of their Diſſent from the Eſtabliſh'd 
Church, of their Occaſional Conformity, of the 2 they 
have, and the Intereſt the Government has in their Toler ation. 


The Reaſons of their fated Diſſent amount to this, 
that the Worſhip due to God, being the Payment of that 
Honor, which is due from a reaſonable Creature to his 
Maker, muſt be ſuch, as the reaſonable Creature thinks ſu: 
table to that relation, and which be thinks will be accepta- 
ble when ' tis paid. To give God either what we think 
wou'd be unacceptable, or leſs acceptable than ſomething il 
elſe that is in our Power to perform, wou'd be to offer him 
an Affront inſtead of Homage, and muſt procure his Re- 
ſentment inſtead of his Acceptance. And as not to wor- 
ſhip God at all is to turn Atheiſt ; ſo not to worſhip him 
4n that manner which we think will pleaſe him beſt, is to 
become as much worſe than an Atheiſt, as to outrage and 
inſult the Deity is worſe than to neglect it. Whence it 
follows, that whilſt the Diſſenters think their way of Wore 
ſhip more acceptable to God, than that eſtabliſh'd by Law; 
tis impoſſible for them not to remain Diſſenters, unleſs 
they*l turn Atheiſts, and not worſhip God at all; or Hy- 


the moſt acceptable manner. 

It makes nothing to our preſent purpoſe, whether the 
Diſſenters are miſtaken, in thinking their manner of wor- 
ſhipping God more acceptable to him than that W 
. | y 
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by Law, or not. For ſuppoſing them to be miſtaken, 
whilſt they ad as honeſt Men, they muſt act according to 
their own Apprehenſions. He's indeed a wiſe Man, whoſe 
Apprchenſions are free from Miſtakes : But no man can 
act as an honeſt Man, and a good Chriſtian, who acts 
contrary to his Apprehenſions, be they juſt or miſtaken “. 
But the Diſſenters think they are not without Reaſon to 
ſupport their Opinion neither: Their Diſſent includes two 
things, a Separation from the Eftabliſh'd Church, and a 
joining themlelves to other Chriſtian Societys. And they 
think tis a part of the Duty they owe to their Maker to do 
both. For they take it to be an Inſtance of the Honor due 
to Jeſus Chriſt their Lord and Lawgiver, to ſeparate from 
a Church, which abridges *em of any Liberty he has al- 
low'd, or allows 'em any which he has forbid; or in 
which they are not likely to meet with the earlieſt Con- 
victions of any Fault that Church may be guilty of, in 
either of theſe reſpects, or to be in the greateſt readineſs 
to comply with all Attempts towards a further Reformati- 
on. And as they think it their indiſpenſable Duty to ſe- 
parate from ſuch a Church, ſo they think they have an 


m_—_—_— 


* Leſt the Cauſe in which this is aſſerted ſlould maky it ſuſpected ſo be Heterodox, 
I won beg leave to quote the words oþ a very judicious and moſt reverend Prelatr, 
In a Difcourſe concerning Conſcience in Quarto : * Where a Man, ſays he, is miſtaken in 
* bx Judgment, even in that Caſe it is always a Sin to att againſt it, Tho we ſhwld 
* take that for a Duty which is really. a Sin, yet ſo. long as we are thus perſuaded, 
* it will be hizhly criminal in us t1 alt in cmtradiftion' to this Perſuaſion. And the 
* reaſm of thu u evident, becauſe by ſn doing, we wilfully act againſt the beſt 
alt, which at preſent we have for the direction of our Actions, Sj thit when 
au dane, the immediate Guid? of our Action- can be nothing but our Conſcience, 
* our Fudynert and Perſuaſion.” And he adds 4 little after: If Papiſt ſhouw'd 
* renounce the Communion of the Roman Church, and bin with ours, whilſt yet he 
* « perſuaded the Ryman Church is the only Catholick Church, and that our Re- 
md Churches are Heretical or Schiſmatical ; tho now there is none of us that 
* will deny that the Man in this Caſe has made a good Change, as having chang 'd 
* 2 falſe Religion for a true one; yet for all that, I dare ſay, we ſhould ail agree 
* he was agen Villain for inaking that change, becauſe be made it not upon honeſt 
* Pttrciples, and in parſuarce of his: Judgment, but in direct contradiction to hot h. 


equal 
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equal Obligation to join with thoſe Churches, Which are 
not liable to — laints; and where they are likely 
beſides to-meet with what they take to be the moſt proper 
means to increaſe their Chriſtian Knowledg and Vertue, 
and to labor under the fewelt Defects. | 

I. The Diſſenters think it neceſſary to ſeparate from a 
Church, which has ſo many unneceſſary Rites and Cere- 
monys, to aſſert their Freedom from all human Impoſitions, 
which they take to be an Encroachment on the Divine 
Right our Lord and Saviour has to give Laws to his 
Church, and an Intrenchment upon the Libertys of his 
Subjects, an Alteration of Religion, and a Conſtityting 
ſomething elſe neceſſary to pleaſe God, beſides that which 
he has made ſo. And they take themſelves to be more 
ſtrongly obligꝰ'd to aſſert their Liberty againſt ſome Impo- 
ſitions than againſt others; inaſmuch as ſome, in their 
Opinion, are not only-novel and fanciful, but Corrupt too. 


Io inſtance in both theſe Caſes : To enact, that no Man i 
ſhall receive the Sacrament, unleſs he kneels, is an Uſur- WW 
pation upon Mens Conſciences, and an Authority no Com- 


miſſion can be/produc'd to ſupport . But to wreſt any 
Powers by Eccleſiaſtical By-Laws out of Hands where 
God has lodg'd 'em, either in Familys, or in Churche, 
and particular Church-Officers, is in their Opinion too 
like actual Rebellion, and ſetting up a Juriſdiction direQ- 
ly Oppoſite to his. 

II. The Diſſenters think the Reformation of Faith and 
Worſhipfrom all the Innovations and Corruptions, which 
the Fancys and Intereſts of Men have introduc'd, the moſt 
glorious Work of theſe latter Ages. They eavy their 
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: of Nate, That complying now and then-with an Eccleſiaſtical Uſurpation. in things 
indifferent, is not complying with the Principle upon which that Uſurpation is foundeg- 
See this more particularly explain d, p. 13. where the Conſiſtency of Occaſional Con- 


Fore- 


formity, with this reaſon of Separation, is ſhewn-more at large. 
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Forefathers the Honor of having ſet it on foot, and are 
not ſo ambitious of any thing, as of carrying on what 
they began to a greater perfection, and of imitating their 
happy Spirit, in removing thoſe things, in order to win 
upon Proteſtant Diſſenters, which their Anceſtors ſuffer'd 
to remain, only to bring over the Roman Catholics. And 
ſince the Diſſenters can't think the Reformation Perfect, 


they think themſelves oblig'd to ſeparate from a Church, 


in which they were to be prevented by an Oath from en- 
deavoring after any Alterations, Neither wou'd they ſo 
much as ſuffer their Eyes to be blinded, and a Veil to be 
drawn over the Blemiſhes of the Church by its Emolu- 
ments and Honors: Nor to be directed to the Laws 
of Men as its Rule and Standard, rather than to the 
Laws of God; nor their Hands to be cramp'd, and ty'd up 
by the Reſtrictions of human Orders, from acting a- 
recably to the Light they ſhowd receive: That will 
ine the cleareſt, if we follow the Advice of the Arabian 
Prov. rb, and if in order to ſee, we ſhut the Windows. 
Truth will then be the pureſt and the freeſt from mixtures 
of Faſſion and Intereſt, if we reſolve to exclude the views 
of Worldly Honors and Privileges, and conſult the Rea- 
ſonings of our own Conſciences, upon the Principles that 
Nature or Revelation aftords us, 
III. The Diſſenters think theſe Reaſons oblige them by 
a direct and an immediate conſequence to ſeparate from 
the Eitabliſh*'d Church, and Imply their Obligation to join 
with other Churches, ſince they cannot without a mani» 
felt Diſobedience to their Lord, and a loſs of ſeveral Pri- 
vileges that are not to be had out of Religious Societys, 
live without entring into ſome Religious Society or other. 
IV. Gut the immediate Obligation that lies upon 'em 
to do ſo, in their opinion ariſes from hence, that their 
Churches have ſome ſpiritual Advantages, which the 
Church ot England wants. For ſince nothing can do 
C God 
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God more honor thana ſerious Endeavor to become know- 
ing and vertuous ; and ſince 'tis a much more likely 
way to become ſo, to chooſe their own Teachers, than to 

have them impos'd upon dem by another, they think ?tis 
moſt highly reaſonable, that they ſhou'd join with Chur- 
ches, whoſe Conſtitution allows of ſuch a Chozce, For 
no Man can be fo capable to judg who informs another 
the beſt of the Truth, and of his Obligations, and ani- 
mates him the moſt to a correſpondent Life and Conver- 
ſation, as he is himſelf; and when a Man chooſes his Tea- 
cher, he may be ſure that he is diſintereſted in his Choice 
whereas hecan't be ſure, when another chooſes for him, 
that the other has no ſeparate Intereſt to ſerve from his: 
And he can't but be ſure, that the other does not know the 

Methods that are ſo proper to ſerve his ſpiritual Intereſts, 
fo well as he does himſelf. Becauſe that does not depend in- 
tirely upon the Abilitys of the Preacher, of which another 
might judg as well as he; but upon the Proportion they 

bear to his Capacity, which none can judg of but him- 
ſelf, who knows his own Capacity, as well as the Abi - 

| lity of the Preacher, and the Sutableneſs of the one to the 
| ____ n 97107 — 
1 V. But God has appointed Reproof and Correct ion, as 
JK a proper means to a Holy Life, as well as Exhortation and 
j Inſtruction. But this Advantage they think is in a man- 
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1 ner wholly wanting in the Eſtabliſh'd Church; tho Diſci- 
1 pline is as neceſſary to a well order'd Church, as Admini- 
3} {tration of Juſtice is to a good Government. Whether 
11 Commn- the Defect of this due Diſcipline in the Church, be owing 
1 Prayer- to the want of good Orders, or of a good Conſtitution 
be — _ = to execute them, or tg both, is not material. The De- 
17 the Comm. fect of a godly Diſcipline is acknowledg'd and lamented 
thy | _—— by the Church; and the Difſenters hope, reſtor'd by 
F Ahe them. If it be not, the fault they are ſure is in them- 
wednel: felves, and not in their Churches, by whoſe Rules and 
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Conſtitutions it may be atrain'd, And this wa com · 
pliance with the Church infinitely more eonduciv to tlie 
Ends of a Religious Society, which is the holy Lives of 
its Members, than any compliance with Ceremonys, or 
ſubjection to the Order of Biſhops can be, ' which ure not 


neceſſarily conducive: to that end; the Diſſenters hop! 


erecting Churches of their own, is both more neceſſary, 
and a greater compliance with the Church, than their Con. 
formity cou'd be. 80 that upon the whole, tis to main: 
tain the Liberty of a Chriſtian, and the Purity oſ Chri- 
ſtian Worſhip, that the Diſſenters ſeparate from! the Eftas 
bliſh'd Church; and both by confequence from theſe; aud 
more immediately for greaterImprovettients, and a godly 
Diſcipline, that they unite in religious Confederacys amo 
themſelves. = | 1979 


— 1 


Upon theſe Principles ſome of the Diffenters think they 
ought not only to enter into Religious Confederacys among 
themſelves, but to ſeparate from the Church Intirely and 
at All Times. It wou'd'be foreign to out prefent Peſign to 
enquire whether that be the juſt Conſequence of thefe 
Principles: but every Man muſt judge of Principles and 
Conſequences for himſelf; and he that thinks the Conclu- 
ſion from theſe Premiſes to be an obligation to à total and 
conſtant Separation from the Church, can't join with her 
in any part of Worſhip, at any time, without acting a 
diſhoneſt part, — | 
immediate Guide that God has appointed to all his Actions. 
Whether the Diſſenter that conſtantly and totally ſepa- 
rates from the Church, acts according to his Judgment, 
and whether he did all he could to inform his Judgment, 
ono Man's buſineſs to judg and determine: And he only 
chat has a Right to ſudg him, or that can do it, is the Lord. 
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to follow tis Judgment, the 
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T. But there are others among the Diſſenters,who think, 
that tho they are oblig'd by virtue of theſe Principles to 
join with ſeparate Chriſtian Societys, yet that they ought 
to join with the Church of England in ſome parts of her 
Worſhip, upon ſome Occaſions too: Becauſe they think 
the Church of England a Good and a Lawful Church, tho 
ſhe is Defective and Redundant; and tho they think their 
own Churches Preferable, and the Beſt. They think the 
Churchmen too guilty of introducing fome Impoſitions 
and Superfluitys, and of allowing . ſeveral Defects in the 
Church, which if they ſhould be guilty ot, would be Sins 
againſt their Conſciences in them. Yet they believe great 
numbers of the Churchmen to be among the viſible Saints 
on Earth, and that they will make a good part of the 
Church of the Firſt· born in Heaven. For they have the 
ſame Charity for the Churchmen, which they deſire the 
Churchmen to exerciſe in their regard; and believe that 
to be but Inconſiderateneſs and Miſtake in their Brethren, 
which wou'd in their Opinion be a formal Uſurpation of | 
God's Authority, an Oppreſſion of his Subjects, and a de- 
ſign'd Neglect of Religion in themſelves. The Parts of 
Worſhip therefore, in which the Diſſenters can join with 
the Church and the Churchmen, are thoſe which they do 
not condemn, either as Faults in the Church, or Miſtakes 
in the Churchmen, or as what wou'd be Sins againſt Con- 
ſcience in themſelves ; and from which by conſequence 
they don't ſeparate : And the Occaſions of conforming are 
thoſe, in which they can do the Church, or their Country, 
or Religion any Service. And ſince 'tis a neceſſary Cha- 
racter of an honeſt Man to act according to his Principles, 
and that ſome Difſenters have theſe, they cou'd not poſſi- 
bly act like honeſt Men, if they did not Statedly Diſſent, 
and Partially and Occaſionally conform. To, 

II. And as theſe Principles neceſſarily oblige em to do 
{o, ſo they don't fee that any of their other Principles for- 


—— 
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K, hid em to do it. They think indeed the two laſt of the 

0 Reaſons of their Separation, oblige *em to enter into Re- 

It ligious Societys of their own; but that the two former 

1 don't oblige em never to join with the Church, but only 

& in thoſe things, which they condemn, and in which they 

0 ſeparate. I hey can therefore never join in any Impoſiti. 

ir ons, Corruptions, or Defects of the Church; but this 

IE does not hinder 'em from joining in other Parts of the 

18 Eſtabliſh'd Worſhip, which are not faulty in theſe Re- 

1 ſpects. As for inſtance, the Reaſons that are given for a 

18 Separation from the Church, don't make it unlawful for a 

iT Diſſenter to receive the Lord's Supper kneeling; kneeling 

ts being a Poſture at that Solemnity perſectly indifferent, and 

e which they may thereſore uſe if they think fit. Nor does 

5 the Impoſition alter its nature, and of an indifferent one 

e make it unlawſul. But all that the Impoſition, operates, 

t sb, that it ſelf being in the opinion of the Diſſenters an un- 

1, awful Action; mult debar them from joining in it, con- 

Fr | curring to it, abetting it, and giving it any countenance ; = 

2 which conſtant receiving of the Sacrament 3 A 

f. WH thcir Opinion wou'd do, and an occaſional receiving of it 'n 

ho the ſame Poſture does not. It being therefore the Im- A 

o AT poſition of athing indifferent that an Occaſional Confor- s 

Ss wiſt ſeparates from, and not the indifferent thing impos'd, '- 

is only from the former he muſt conſtantly ſeparate, but vn 

e not at all times from the latter. And as this general Rule i, 

e may be eaſily drawn from this Inſtance, ſo till not be 

1 difficult to the. Reader to form Parallel Rules to this, in = 

> the other caſes. 1 = 

y From hence *tis eaſy, with great Submiſſion, to ob- 1 

- ſerve the Miſtake of thoſe who aſſert, that the Occalio- 5; x, 2: | = 

, nal Conformiſts conform to that from which they difſent, 7cace a = 
and condemn themſelves in that whichthey-allow, and 4.8. | | 

0 * are guilty of a wilful Sin. Since tis Tmpoſtions, Co- | 

- ruptions and Detects, they ſeparate from and condemn, = 


a and 
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and only join upon occaſion with an indifferent thing im. 
pos'd. And with Sir H. M's leave, © Conforming and 
© Non-conforming are not Contradictions,” unleſs it be Con» 
forming and Non-conforming to the very ſame things, and 
at all times. But to Conform to ſome things, and at Jams; 
times, and to Diſſent from other things, and at other 
times, is a Practice that contradicts jt ſelf no mors than 
to eat Fleſh, and not to cat Fleſh. And I ſuppoſe a Mag) 
who liv'd in a Popiſh Country might eat Fleſh on a 
Wedneſday and Friday conſtantly at his own Houſe, and 
Fiſh ſometimes upon thofe days at his Neighbour's, with» 
out a Self. contradiction: And that a believiog Corinthian: 
might eat Meats offer d to Idols at an Idolater's private 
Table, if it was not notify d to him that they were Meats: 
offer'd to Idols, and might not eat em if it was, with · 
out being a living Abſurdit . 
III. And as the Diſſenters think Occaſional Conformity 
upon theſe accounts to be a Practice buiſt upon the Belief of 
the Communion of Saints, and enjoin'd by the Rule of 
ns, _ 3 n — 1 with — own Prin- 
ciples, ſo they think it warzanted by Anoſtolical Example.” BB 
Foc St. &—— — la with Societys of 
converted Gentiles, Who had no terms of Communion 
but the terms of Salvation; and Occaſſonally with the 
Eſftabliſh'd Church of the Jews, whoſe Conſtitution and 
Worſhip was widely different from. thoſe Societys. For 
tho the converted Jews reform'd from the Doctemes; yet 
they retain'd the unneceſſary Ceremonys aod Conſtitution 
of the Jewiſh Church. Which being enjoind hy God 
but for a term of time, which was then expir d, became 
indifferent things in their own nature; but were imposg'd by 
the Governors of the Jewiſh Church; and made ſoneceſſa- 
ry by their Impoſition, that the Churches with whom St. 
Faul did ſtatedly commugicate, were held Schiſmgtical 
Aſſemblys for the neglect of 'em. And yet notwithſtanding i 
this 
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this Stated Diſſent of St. Paul from the Eſtabliſh'd Church, 
be did Partially Confotm himſelf, and advis'd others to do 
the like upon all occaſions, where the Jewiſh Church or 
the Goſpel could be ſerv*d by it. Till therefore it can be 
prov*d that the Eſtabliſh'd Church of the Reform'd Jews, 
and the Diſſenting Aſſemblys of the Reform'd Gentiles. 
don't bear a proportion to the Eſtabliſh'd and Diſſent- 
ing Churches in England; or that the Reaſons of St. Paul's 
ſtated Diſſent and Occafional Conformity don't bear 
an exact proportion to the ſtated Separation and Oc- 
caſional Conformity of the Diſſenters, iT hey deſire to be 
excus'd, if they take this to be an Apoſtolical Exam - 
ple, which they are oblig'd to imitate, tho there be a 
thouſand other diſproportions and differences betwixt 
em. 5 ha; | 
= The Diſſenters can't forbear thinking too, that the Oc- 
sonal Non. conformity of a Church-man is founded * mu- 
atis mutandis', on the ſame Principles, with the Occaſional 
W Conformity of the Diſſenters ; and wil), according to the 

Rule of Contrarys, ſerveto illuſtrate and prove each other. 
hey can't but believe that a, Church-man who thinks 
be Churches of  Difſegters good and lawful, and the 
Church of Englang the beſt, ought whilſt he thinks ſo to 
Communicate Occaſionally with the Diſſcaters, and Stated- 
hun the Church: And that this Practice is an inevi- 

table conſequence from theſe Principles, and ſupported by 
Apoſtolical Example too. St. Peter, a ſtated Commugi- 
cant with the Jewiſh Church eſtabliſh'd by Law, re- 
ſorm'd from Jewiſh Doctrines, but not at all from the 
Jewiſh Ceremonys and Conſtitution ; did Communicate 
upon Occaſion with ſeparate Aſſemblys of Reform'd Gen- 
tiles, who were for ſome time held Schiſmatical, becauſe 
they would not ſuffer the Ceremonys nor Conſtitution of 
the ſewiſh Church to be impos'd upon *em, tho mightily 
urg'd to receive em by the Governors of the Reform'd 


Jewiſh 


v6 
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Jewiſh Church, And the Diſſimulation and Hypocriſy 
that St. Paul charg?d upon St. Peter, was not that he was 
an Occaſional Nonconformiſt, but that he was afraid to 
continue one. He did not blame him for that before cer- 
tain Jews came ſrom James, he did eat with the Gentiles : 
but that when they came, he withdrew and ſeparated 
himſelf, fearing thoſe of the Circumciſion. | 
And there are yet others which lie between theſe two, 
and are ſomething like Diogenes, who would not be made 


a Citizen of Athens by certain peculiar Rites, becauſe he 


was a Citizen of the World. Theſe Men think neither 
the Church nor Meetings Unlawſul, or Preferable one to 
the other. They think Orders equally valid that are given 
by Biſhops, Presbyters, or a Congregation: and 'tis in. 
different ro them, whether they pray by a Form or with. 
out. When they have Communion with any Church, 
tis with that Church as tis a part of the Catholick one; 
and it's of no importance to them by what little Peculia- 
ritys each of theſe parts has differenc'd it ſelf from therelt, 


They take none of the Differences to be either Sinful or *% 


Divine ; and think Religion and true Piety may be alike 
promoted by em all. And according to theſe Principles, 
they frequent the Communion of Epiſcopal, Presby terian, 
and Congregational Churches, Indifferently, as Circum- 
ſtances and Occaſions happen to determine and invite. In 
which they act too as correſpondent to their Principles as 
either of the former. | 

IV. And aſter all the Clamors that have been made a- 
gainſt Occaſional Conformity and Occaſional. Non-confor- 
mity, the Diſſenters believe, when Bigotry and private 
Tntereſt abate, which have raid and given ſtrength to 
the Cry, and a ſerious Concern for Truth [hall take place, it 
will appear to be as Larful and as Conſiſlent for a Church- 
man ſometimes to go to a Meeting, and for a Diſſenter 


ſometimes to go to Church, as for a Churchman to go 
7" ſome- 
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ſy ſometimes to a Cathedral, and ſometimes to a Pariſh 
vas Church; ſometimes to a Church ſubject to its Ordinary, 
10 and ſometimes to one that is exempt from Epiſcopal ſjuriſ- 
r diction. For if the Unlawfulnefs and Inconſiſtency of 
* Occaſional Conformity and Occaſional Non conformity 
ed lieg in this, that the different ways of Worſhip in Pariſh 


Churches and Meetings not being uniform, tis a Cantra- 
dition ſometimes to worſhip God in one, and ſometimes 
in the other; then tis equally unlawful to go ſometimes 
to a Cathedral. and ſometimes to a Pariſh Church, becauſe 
the manner of Worſhip in Pariſh Churches and Cathe- 
drals is not uniform neither. Or if it ly in this, that Meet- 
ings and Churches not being ſubject to the ſame Epiſcopal 
Juriſdiction, 'tis denying one Sunday what a man aſlerts 
another; then tis equally unlawful to go ſometimes to a 


ch, Church ſubject to Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, and ſometimes to 
e; one that's exempt from it, ſince they are no more ſubject 
la- tothe ſame Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, than a Church and a 
it. Meeting. Or if it ly in this, that the Miniſters that of. 
or ficiate in Churches and Meetings, have not both of them 
ke Orders from Biſhops : neither is that Fact true, for ſome of 


the Diſſenting Miniſters have had Orders from Biſhops ; 
nor is the Reaſon juſt, becauſe that it is not held lawful to 
communicate occaſionally with thoſe Diſſenting Churches, 
whoſe Paſtors have been Epiſcopally ordain'd, If it be 
ſaid that there's a difference between worſhipping God 
ſometimes in a Church, and ſometimes ina Meeting, and 
between worſhipping him occaſionally in a Cathedral and 
in a Pariſh Church, in a Church ſubject to Epiſcopal Juriſ- 
diction and in a Peculiar ; becauſe Cathedrals and Pariſh- 
Churches, whether ſubject to Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, or 
exempt from it, are all of em eſtabliſh'd by Law, that 
is, have certain Privileges granted em by the Act of 
Untformity : The Diſſenters reply, that if that be all 
the difference, t will be ſtill equally lawful to go ſome- 
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times to a Church and ſometimes to a Meeting, ſince the A 
Diſſenting Meetings have certain Immunitys and Privi- m 
leges granted em by the Act of Toleration. a * 
V. In fine, the Diſſenters don't only think Occaſional ye 
Conformity, and Occaſional Nonconformity law ful and corn: or 
ſiſtent, both oonſider'd in themſelves, and compar'd with pr 
the practice of thoſe, who raiſe the great Objections againſt thi 
it; but think it the /ikelieſt Expedient, as the Caſe is at to 
preſent ſtated, to root out Party in the State and Bigotry no 
in the Church. Since it opens a door into Employ ments to Bay 
ſeveral honeſt Diſſenters, and leaves it open to ſeveral mo- for 
derate Churchmen ; 'tis to be hop'd, the Government an 
having a Liberty to employ 'em, will not prefer merely Ar 
a Churchman, but an honeſt Man that 1s fit tor the Poſt, thi 
be he Churchman or Diſſenter. And *tis to be hop'd too, fro 
that the common ſort, who are often more led by Exam- apt 
ple than Principle, will conclude, when they fee the beſt the 
Men go both to Churchand Meetings, that Religion does 
not conſiſt in going to either (as tis to be fear'd too many 
at preſent think) but in Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, and the 
eſſential Dutys of Love to God and our Neighbour, | the 
VI. And whatever has made Men inveigh ſo much 0 * 
late againſt Occaſional Conformity, as a Practice more pre ore 
judicial to the Church than going conſtantly to a Meeting, ane 
or never wor ſhiping God publickly at all; yet it was ſo- ate 
merly thought an Expedient that would ruin the Diſſent- ters 
ing Intereſt, and be highly ſerviceable to the Church. Pr. An 
Stillingfleer in the Places quoted before, after he had com- tha 
plain'd of the Diſſenters for neglecting Occaſional Com- it 
formity, and of their Preachers for not preſſing it as a Duty, Ch: 
as the Cauſe of that.neglect, and charg'd them to exhort| Was 
their Hearers to it for the future, as they wou'd act like has 
honeſt Men; adds, that he does not queſtion, but in time, Gra 
if they find Conformity lawful, they will judge it to be thei 
their Duty. A very learned Prelate has obſerv'd, that 
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has happen'd ſo in fact; and that after St. Bartholomew in Precees- * 1 
62. Occaſional Conformity was a ſtep that carry'd many mes 'f Bey | | 
much turther ; and from Occaſional n grew to v and 
conſtant Conformity, if not in the Perſons themſelves, . 4 
yet in their Children. And this is a Fact that Sir H. the * 
great Advocate for a Bill to prevent this Practice, does not B. p.. 53. 
pretend to deny: tho tis too great an Objection againſt 

the Bill to ſo great a Churchman as Sir H. for a mere turn 

to anſwer, if he cow'd have deny'd the Fact it ſelf. - And 

no wonder Occaſional Conformity ſhou'd have this effect ; 

ſince, to waveall other Reaſons, x generality of Men are 

for taking things in groſs, and accounting them altogether 

and at all times good, or altogether and at all times bad : 

And are impatient, if not uncapable, of attending to 

thoſe Circumſtances, that make one Action different 

from another that's of a like kind, or the ſame Action in 
appearance one while and in this reſpect lawful, and ano- 


ther while and in another reſpect ſintul. 


Whether the Diſſenters have taken due care to inform 
themſelves of the Points in diſpute, and whether they are 
ſincere in their Diſſent, muſt be left to the Judgment of the 
great Day, when the ſecrets of all Hearts ſhall be reveal'd; 
and whether they are miſtaken muſt be leſt to every man 
after ſerious Conſideration to determine. But if the Liſſen- 
ters are miſtaken, theſe are the Grounds of their Miſtakes, 
And if we believe em to be honeſt men, we mult believe, 
that their Diſſent is not mere Humor nor Stubborneſs, as 
it can't be Intereſt. And I'm ſorry that Sir H. M's B. p. 6. 5. 3. 
Charity is at ſo much a lower an ebb than Dr. Stillingfleet*s Pr.Stillings 
was ſome years ſince, as to imagine that it is; and that he =_ 4 
has ſo mean an Opinion of their Senſe as well as of their ef Se- 
Grace, as to think em thro Stubborneſs to be wanting to N, 
their Intereſt, as well as to their Obligations. I wou'd N16. 
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think theit Diſſent rather owing to the Weakneſs of their 
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an Exemption of bim from any harm the Lam protects every 
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hope few are of Sir H's mind, and that the Generality 


Judgment, than the Refractorineſs of their Wills: as Sir 
H. himſelf does in another place, when he had either 
more tenderneſs for the Diſſenters, or more caution, and 
regard to his own Reputation. And if this be the Caſe 
of the Diſſenters, the Duty of all Men towards 'em, is 
to uſe their charitable Endeavours to convince em, and 
to remove theſe the Grounds of their Miſtakes: and 
which is yet more charitable, to bear with theſe Miſtakes, 
if ſuch Endeavors ſhou'd not ſucceed. For ſuppoſing that 
the Diſſenters are in the wrong, and ſhou'd remain fo, 

et they think they have an unqueſtionable Right to be 
Foleratcd in common with all other peaceable Men, and 
ſo far in particular, as their Miſtakes can't be either very 
great or fatal to others, or themſelves, 

A Toleration is the Exemption of a peaceable Man, 
who is thought to be miſtaken in matters of Religion, 
from all ſorts of Penaltys and Force: And all Miſtakes 
both real and ſuppos'd are peaceable ones, that are not in- 
jurious to our Civil Intereſts. And by Civil Intereſts we 
mean, the enjoyments of Life, Health, Liberty, Riches, 
Reputation, Relations, &c. and their Security from the 
Injurys of our Fellow. Citizens, and from a Foreign 
Power. The Penaltys and Force which a Toleration ex- 
empts peaceable miſtaken Men from, ſignify the deprivin 
a Man of any Privilege, or the inflicting of any corpora 
or pecuniary Puniſhment, or note of Diſgrace. So 
that the Toleration a Proteſtant Diſſenter lays claim to, is 


innocent Engliſhman from, and a ſecuring him in thoſe 

Rights, which innocent Men enjoy. A Toleration is no To- 

leration that is not abſolute and impartial : And they who 

reſtrain a Toleration to ſome ſort of peaceable Diſfenters, 

and exempt them only from ſome ſorts and degrees of Pe- 
| naltys, 
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naltys, inſtead of tolerating, perſecute all other peaceable 


Diflenters, and ſo far even thoſe, whom rig ev to 
k of, ſiguifys the 


Exemption of all peaceable Diſſenters ; .and an Exemption 


tolerate too. But the Toleration we ſpeak. 


of them from the Loſs of any Privilege, and the inflicting 
any Hardſhip, the leaſt as well as the greateſt. 


And ia this I think I have the good Fortune to find Sir p. 3. 5. z. 


H. agreeing with me in ſome places of his Book and Pre- 


face; particularly where he deſcribes a Toleration of Diſ- 


ſenters to be A Liberty given em to follow their reſpec- 
« tive Trades, and to enjoy their Libertys ard Propertys, 
* without being diſfturb'd by Proſecutions for Conſcience- 
© fake only. Anda little before, where he ſeems to de- 


ſcribe the State of Per ſecution of Diſſenters by * their li- 8. 2. 


* ableneſs to Penaltys; and their Toleration by © an Ex- 
* emption from all Temporal Puniſhment. And we may 
learn what Sir H. means by the temporal Puniſhments 
and Fenaltys, which a Toleration exempts Diſſenters from, 
and what Libertys and Propertys it ſecures the enjoy ment 
of, by ſeeing what he grounds a Toleration upon, and 


for what end tis deſign'd. ?Tis grounded upon the Free- Pret-p. 1. 
dom of Man's Mind, and the Inefficacy of every thing? 


to prevail upon it, but what is introduc'd by Love and 


| © Kindneſs, and upon the ſutableneſs of gentle Methods 


* toattain this End. And what are theſe gentle. Methods? 
why according to Sir H. they are three: 1. Reaſons, 2. Ar- 
guments (which Sir H. is pleas'd to make two) and, 3. a 
good Example. Therefore Sir H. undoubtedly by Penaltys 
and Temporal Puniſhments, means all Penaltys and Tem- 
oral Puniſhments ; and by Security of Liberty and Proper- 
ty, means a Security of all Libertys and Propertys. For 
there's no Penalty nor Temporal Puniſhment of any kind 
whatſoever, nor the loſs of any Liberty or Property what- 


ſoever, that can be thought to be Love and Kindaes, 


or gentle Methods, or Reaſons, or. Arguments, or ; 
| * 800 
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good Example. So that Sir H. in theſe Places, where he 
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talks more profeſſedly about a Toleration than in any o- Vai 
ther, by a Toleration means the ſecurity of all the Libertys tha 
and Propertys of a Diſſenter, and the exemption of him ſev 
from all ſorts and degrees of Puniſhments whatſoever. he'l 
Nay to ſhew how large Sir H's general Notions of ble 
a Toleration are, and the particular Application of theſe [ 
Notions to his own caſe, he ſuppoſes this general Prin- = 
ciple, that all Degrees of Reproach, even thoſe that de- Art 
ſerve no ſeverer a Name than indecent Reflections upon belc 
a Man for his ſincere and humble Opinion, are Perſecuti- To 
ons for Conſcience-ſake. For having ſaid, © That if any of 
* Perſon, inſtead of bringing Reaſons and Arguments, 1 
* ſhall run out into indecent Reflections on the Writer, he Is b. 
« ſhall defire him to apply on this Occaſion a ſhort Saying, "= 
* Didicit ille maledicere, ego contemnere. — 
He adds, That he may be confident (I ſuppoſe *tis upon 3 
the juſt Awe he preſumes every one will have of falling ; 77 
under the inſupportable Burden of his Contempt) that PE 
* no Perſons will deny him the ſame Indulgence, which : 10 
* they are ſo ready to grant to every one elſe, and that | 
* therefore he ſhall never be perſecuted for Conſcience- | 
© fake only. [24 <8 | = 
I know there is ſcarce any Part of the reſt of Sir Hs WW N. 
Book but may be brought toſhew, that Sir H's Notions 7 1 
of a Toleration are not fo large as theſe. But tho I can't 0. 
anfwer them, poſſibly Sir H. at his leiſure may; and ſhew ey | 
us how theſe Paſſages agree with a thouſand others, and vi b 
with the whole deſign of his ſincere Treatiſe. But ſince we — 
have ſo full a proof, that this is Sir H's notion of a Tolera- 1 
tion in thoſe places, where he lays down the general notion i _ 
of a Toleration, and the particular notion of that, ac- , 
cording to which he deſires to be dealt with himſelf ; 1 RA 
hope till Sir H. ſhall recant theſe Paſſages, which are ſo don't 
full and poſitive to our purpoſe, he will forgive my whic 


Vanity 
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Vanity (who am fo proud to be of his mind) in aſſerting” 
that the Notion of a Toleration, which he lays down in 
ſeveral Places of his Book, agrees with mine : and I hope 
he'l forgive my Freedom, in defiring him to take the trou- 
ble at his leiſure to ſhew how he agrees with himſelf. 

I. Having thus explain'd the meaning of a Toleration by 
the help of ſome Paſſages in Sir H's Treatiſe, wel conſi - 
der what the Diſſenters advance to prove it a Right which 
belongs to all Mankind, and particularly to themſelves. 
To prove that a Toleration is the indeſeaſible Right 
of all peaceable Diſſenters they alledg, that no Man: 
can help believing what he thinks 15 true, and every Man: 
is bound to worſhip God in that way, which he thinks 
the beſt; and that no Man ſhowd be puniſh'd for 
85 that which he can't, or which he ought not to help. And: I 
ſuppoſe this is what Sir H. means, when he tells us, that 


— 
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n nothing can be more free than the Mind of Man, and pref. p. n. 
's that nothing can prevail upon it, but what is in- $ 5+ 
at © troduc'd by Love and Kindneſs; upon which account, 

ch he ſays, he has been always for a Toleration. ] 

© II. Bur if it were in a Man's power to believe what he 
WE wou'd, which is as great an abſurdity as can be ſuppogd;. 
„vet wou'd he have a Right to be tolerated. Becauſe no 

Ts Man has any Authority, either to oblige another by a Law 
"WT to believe any ſpeculative Article, or to approve of any 

nt particular Mode of Worſhip, or elſe to undergo a Penalty; 

4 The Magiſtrate has no ſuch Authority, becauſe his Pro- 

n vinceextends no farther than -the' Lives, Liberrys and 

we Propertys of Mankind in general, and of his Subjects in 

* particular, but can't reach to any points of Faith and 

— Worſhip: which as they are not the Ends of Civil Socie- 


ty, can't be the matter of the enacting part of any Law. 
Nor has the Church any ſuch Authority, ſince her Power 


eſo don't extend to Mens Lives, Libertys, and Propertys,. 
by which muſt be affected by the Penaltys of a Law. Nor 


have 
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have they both together ſuch a Power : For the Church 
has no Power to make any fuch Article, fince ſhe has no 
Legiflative Authority, and is reſtrain'd barely to the Exe- 
cution of thoſe Laws our Lord has left us; and to the 
Execution of them only over her own Members. Or il 
the Church had ſuch a Power, the Magiſtrate cou'd have 
none to give them a Sanction, by affixing a Penalty to 
them; which muſt affect Mens Lives, Libertys or Proper- 
tys, for the ſake of Points of Faith and Worſhip, 

III. But that no ſuch Authority is lodg'd any where, is 
further evident. Becauſe Penaltys, which are the Sanc- 
tions of all Laws, are wholly ineffectual to convince. the 
Mind, that that Article of Faith is true, or that that manner 
of Worſhip is the beſt, which they are deſign'd to enforce, 
Penaltys can only reſtrain and deter Men ; but they are 
wholly improper and ineffectual to perſuade or convince, 
Tis only a Connexion between Ideas, and the Evidence 
of that Connexion, that can convince. But where's the 
Connexion between the Truth of a Propoſition, and the 
Penalty a Man muſt undergo, who don't believe it ? Or 
is it a conſequence that ſuch a Propoſition is true, becauſe, 
for example, I muſt loſe my Eſtate, if I believe it to be 
falſe? And the Evidence of a Penalty are two Ideas, 
which can no more be join'd together, than the Light of 
a Cat-of-nine-tails, or. the Colour of a Smell, or the 
Sound of Scarlet. 4 

Iv. And if it could be thought, that an Authority to en- 
force Articles of Faith and Worſhip were lodg'd any 
where, and that Force was a proper means to convince 
the Mind, yet would not ſuch an Authority be «/eful 70 
Mankind. For it could not ferve to propagate the Truth, 
becauſe tho the Men in whom ſuch an Authority was 
lodg'd, might by the virtue of ſuch an Authority propa · 
gate their own Opinion; yet unkfs they were infallible, 


they cou'd not be ſecure of propagating the Truth. Nay 
uc 


N 
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ſuch a Power veſted ia the Magiſtrate or in the Church, 
muſt neceſſarily hinder the Propagation of Truth inſtead 
of promoting it, ſince there are infinitely more Churches 
and Magiſtrates in the Wrong than in the Right. The 
glorious French Example of Henry the Third, that Sir H. 
(to his Honor be it remember'd, withthe other French Pre- 
cedents he follow'd in his Addrels to K. James) propoſes 
asa Pattern of promoting Truth for her Majeſty to follow, s. 
cou'd only have promoted the worſt of Errors, the In- 
fallibility of Popiſh Tenets, and a Right to perſecute ali 
that don't hold em. Sure the way to propagate Truth 
and Error can't be the ſame ; nor can Truth ever be main- 
rain'd by means, that will equally ſerve to eſtabliſh Fal- 
ſhood. The way by which Chriſtianity at firſt ſpread it 
ſelf, and upon which the Reſormation is founded, is, that 
every Man ſhou'd judg freely of Truth for himſelf, and 
that no Man ſhou'd judg of it for another. And one 
wou'd think this had. been a Precedent more worthy of 
her Majeſty and Sir H. than a Practice, that's the greateſt 
Support of Slavery and a falſe Religion. And till this 
Principle ſhall obtain more univerſally, we muſt not won- 
der that ſo ſew Nations in the World, and ſo very few in 


W thoſe Nations are either Votarys to Truth themſelves, or 


—_ the glorious Character of being its Witneſſes to 
others, 

V. For theſe Reaſons the Proteſtant Diſſenters think all 
peaceable Diſſenters ſhould be Exempted from all Penaltys, 
notwithſtanding their Diſſent from any Articles, tho they 
were eſſential to Chriſtian Faith or Worſhip. But they 
think they have a peculiar Right to be tolerated in their 
peaceable Diſſent from things, that are allow'd by the 
Compellers themſelves to be either faulty or unneceſſary. 
If any Man had a Right to enforce Points of Faith and 
Worſhip, and Force were proper to convince, ard to pro- 


Pagate the true Faith and Worſhip, yet wou'd there be 
| E no 
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no reaſon to uſe it to enforce things own*d to be perfectly 
indifferent. The advantage of the Society being the end 
and meaſure of Lawgiving, indifferent things ought not 
to be the matter of Laws. And Laws being the direQ- 
ing of a Man for his good, to direct him to uſe things in- 
difterent, is, as if a Phyſician inſtead of preſcribing good 
Drugs, ſhow'd order his Patient a chip in Porridge. Laws 
are to reſtrain Men from hurtful Actions: But to reſtrain 
em from innocent ones, which will do 'em no harm, is 
like a ſour Phyſician, to confine his Patient unneceſſarily 
to his Bed, or to ty him up to one certain ſort of Meat 
and Drink, whereby he renders himſelf intolerable to the 
Patient, and the reſt of his wholeſom Rules leſs regarded, 
and more uneaſy than otherwiſe they would be. 

The Maxim, that Magiſtrates have an undoubted 
Right to command Omnia licita & honeſta, which has 
been ſo induſtriouſly inſtil'd into the Minds of Magiſtrates 
and People of late, has done more miſchief than one 
cou'd eaſily imagine. And if this was to be the meaſure of 
the Magiffrates Authority, his Laws might ſoon come to 
be no wiſer than the Decrees, that were made by the Se- 
nate of Women in the Reign of Heltogabalus : Enjoining 
a thouſand Impertinencys relating to Dreſs, Place, Carri- 
age, Viſits, Ceremonys, Salutations, and a multitude of 
other inconvenient Formalitys. Or as thoſe which were 
made by that prudent Emperor himſelt (the Uneaſineſs 
of whoſe Reign to his Subjects proceeded as much from 
Humor as Vice) who at one time order*d all the Spider- 
webs of Rome to be collected, that he might judg of 
its Magnitude; and at another a thouſand Mice, Rats, 
Wheaſels and Polecats, in order to exhibit them in a pub- 
lick Shew to the People, for ſome deep Policy like the for- 
mer. And yet thoſe who propagate this Doctrin muſt own 
that theſe Laws enjoin'd nothing but licita & honeſta,? The 
Jewiſh Laws did not only enjoin * licita & honeſta, but 

things 
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things neceſſary to that Diſpenſation. And yet that 
Oeconomy is call'd an intolerable Yoke by St. Peter, be- / 
cauſe there were ſuch a number of Injunctions, which 
were only neceſſary upon ſome certain Suppoſitions; If 
Magiſtrates ſhow'd exert this Authority in the Church, 
which the Prieſts are ſo deſirous to give em, a Complaint 
of a celebrated Father againtt the Church in his time, for 
the multiplicity of its Ceremonys, would be very appli- St. Aug. 0 
cable to ours, © that the condition of the Jews was more 2 Ep. ad 
* tolerable than of the Chriſtians. And if the Advocates 
for this Principle did but once feel the full weight of it, 
they wow'd quickly change it for a better, and ſubſticute 
this in the room of it, that Magiſtrates have an undoubted 
Right to command Omnia juſta & utilia, 

I. Thus far we have the Honor to agree with Sir H. 
M. in his ſtating the bounds of a Toleration, and in 
{ome of his Reaſons for giving it ſo large a Compaſs. It 
may ſerve to clear this matter better, if we conſider how 
far Sir H. is conſiſtent with himſelf, and us in his other 
Notions and in his Practice. And to begin with the laſt, I 
wou'd humbly defire Sir H. to conſider with himſelf, bow - 
tar he has been from tolerating the Diſſenters in the ſame 
manner he deſires to be tolerated. For notwithſtanding, 
all his pretenſions to Temper and Tenderneſs, he tells 
em, That they have ſet up an arbitrary Diſpenſing B. p.. 8. 
* Power intheir own Conſciences, whereby they are ena- 
* bled to go to Church for their Profit, and to a Conven- 
* ticle for their Principles. That is in ſhort, that they are 
1 pack of Hypocritical Knaves, who pretend to Conſci- 
ence, and purſue nothing but their Advantage. And 
agreeable to this gentle Method of treating em, he tells 
cm, © That they are unfit to be truſted as Executors or Pref. p. 2. 
* Guardians. If Sir H. had laid this down as his private 8. 3. 
Opinion, however indecent it might be for him to expreſs, 
dare ſay the Diſſenters wow'd not have plac'd it in the 
E 2a. Hiſtory 
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Hiſtory of their Perſecutions. Sir H. poſſibly might be 
aware of this, and therefore that they might not eſcape 
ſo eaſily, by laying it down as a Fact, that they are not 
truſted with ſuch Charges by the generality of Diſſenters, 
he gives an accent to the Reffection (which the Diſſenters 
poſſibly might elſe have lighted, as much as Sir H. ſays, 
he ſhall the Reflections of his Antagonilts ) and gives 
it as the Opinion of a Body of Men, who know 'em the 
beſt, and it ſeems according to him, truſt 'em the leſs 
for it. What elſe cou'd provoke Sir H. to ſay a thing fo 
void of all Truth and Probability? © That the Diſſenters 
have generally more Wiſdom than to entrult thoſe ſort 
* of Occaſional Conformiſts to be Guardians of their 
* Children, or Executors of their Wills : Unleſs it be for 
the ſake of the Quaintneſs and Chime of what follows : 
* Who yet, ſays he, deſire to be entruſted by the Govern- 
ment with the Guardianſhip and Execution of the Laws 
of their Country, And poſſibly this is not the only In- 
ſtance, where a fancy'd elegancy of Expreſſion, may 
have led Sir H. into a miſtake, both when he acts the Hiſto- 
rian and the Diſputant. 
But I find how large foever Sir H's Notions of a Tole, 
ration in general are, and of his own in particular, yet 
the Diſſenters are not the only Men, that have ſet up an 
arbitrary diſpenſing Power in their Coaſciences? : For he 
can break thro thoſe Bounds at any time to get at an Oc- 
caſional Conformiſt, or to make a beautiful Period. An 
indecent Expreſſion againſt Sir H. is Perſecution : But Sir 
H. it ſeems has a liberty to rob Menof their good Name, 
and expoſe%em for acting from a Principle of Conſcience, 
as Men not fit to be truſted in the common concerns of 
Life and Friendſhip. And all this is yet to conſiſt with ten- 
der neſs too. But this is not only to take away the Guardi- 
anſhip and Execution of the Laws from honeſt Men, but as 
far as it Iys in Sir. H. the liberty of following their reſpec- 


tive 
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tive Trades too, which Sir H. himſelf makes one Inſtance B. p.3. S4. 
of a Toleration ; ſince he that's not fit to be truſted as an 
Executor, is as unfit to be dealt with as a — 
Theſe are ſome of Sir H's Tenderneſſes for the Diſſen- 
© ters, ſome of his gentle Methods, of his Reaſons, Ar- 
* guments, and good Examples deſign'd for the Convic- 
tion of the Occaſional Confor miſts. 

II. Now ſince it appears how little Sir H's Practice a- 
grees with his own-Rules, we muſt not wonder if we find 
his Concluſions ſometimes contradiQ his Principles. The 
Inconſiſtency of ſome of Sir H's Aſſertions with his No- 
tions of a Toleration, which ſeem to be the ſame with 
ours, may be conſider'd as Exceptions to the Principles 
we have laid down concerning it; and may for order ſake 
be digeſted under the following Heads. 1. Thattho a 
Tolcration ought to be given to a conſtant Diſſenter, it 
ovght not to be given to an Occaſional-Conformiſt. 
2. That to incapacitate an Occaſional Conformiſt for all 
Places and Employments, is not inconſiſtent with a Tole- 
ration. 3. That Penaltys are not an improper Method 
to Convince. 4. Or at leaſt to diſpoſe Mens Minds for 
Convittion. 5. That the Diſſenters are not capable of 
Employments by the Ac of Toleration. Or 6. That if 
they are capable by that Law or any other, they ſhowd 
not be ſuffer'd to remain fo. 

1. Sir H. thinks in the firſt place, that tho a Tolera- 
tion ought to be continu'd to a conſtant, whom he's | 
pleas'd to call a conſcientious Diſſenter, yer no Toleration B. p.s g.. 
ought tobe given to the Occaſional Conformiſt ; whom he op- 
poſes to a Conſcientious Diſſeunter. But why ſhould not 
the Diſſenter that occaſionally conforms, have the benefit 
of a Toleration as well as he who never does? Is not 
an Occaſional Conformiſt a Difſenter * And is not his 
Mind as free as 2ny others? Is not every thing that is 
not introduc'd with Love and Kindneſs as unlikely, and 
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are not gentle Methods, Reaſons, Arguments and a good 
Example as likely, to convince the former as-the latter? 
Can any Penalty be conſiſtent with the Toleration of 
this Man, which is inconſiſtent with the Toleration of 
that? Or to examin this Poſition by our Arguments for a 
Toleration,as well as by Sir H's Notions of one, muſt every 
Diſſenter be exempt from Puniſhment, becauſe he can't 
help believing as he does, and ſhould not act otherwife than 
he thinks he ought; and mult an Occalional Conſormiſt 
be puniſh'd, becauſe he believes both the Church at Exg- 


land and the Diflenting Churches to be good and law ful 


ones, and becauſe he thinks he ought in conſcience to 
communicate ſometimes with the one, and ſometimes 
with the other? If no Man has a Right to puniſh any 
Diſſenter, can any one have an Authority to puniſh an 
Occaſional Conformiſt? Or if Puniſhment can't alter any 
man's Opinion, why ſhould it be apply'd to hring over 
him? Or why is the true {ide of the Queſtion about Oc- 


caſional Conformity, likelier to be ſerv'd by Penaltys than 
the Truth of other Propoſitions ? Nay, ſince there's leſs 


difference between an Occaſional Contormiſtand a Church- 
man, than between other Diſſenters and a Churchman ; 
tho other Diſſenters were to be puniſh'd, why ſhould he ? 
Let any man ſhew me any difterence, why theſe Argu- 
ments, by which Sir H. and we have prov'd the Right 
which Diſſenters have to a Toleration, don't hold equally 
juſt in both thele Caſes. | 

Sir H. it ſeems thinks that the Reaſon why theſe Argu- 
ments don't hold good 1a the caſe of the Occaſional Con- 
formiſts, tho they do in that of the conſtant Diſſenter, is, 
that the Occaſional Conformiſt does not diſſent out of 
Conſcience of the Unlawtulneſs to conform, For ac» 


cording to Sir H's way of reaſoning, he that con- 


forms ſometimes, ſhews that he thinks the Terms of 
Church-Communion are not ſinful, and therefore his 
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] Separation he fays is wilful. Now a Toleration being © P.. S7. 
? only due to tender Confciences, and not to our ſtubborn 
f and corrupt Wills, Sir H. thinks the Occaſional Confor- 
f miſt is not entitul'd to a Toleration, tho the Diſſenter is. 


> I 


Li a 
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Objection, How any one that thinks going to a Meet- 
ing to be a Crime in an Occaſional Conformiſt, can 
think that a Toleration ought to be continued long? 
thus: * That there are no Premiſes to warrant ſuch a ſe- 
© vere Concluſion upon the Commons. For he asks, 
© What prodigious ſteps muſt be made to come at it? How 
many plain and obvious diſt inctions mult be laid aſide to 
* compaſs this Argument? Is there no difference, conti- 


[take this to be Sir H's meaning, when he anſwers this Þ-p-5- $.6- 


* nues he, to be made between a Wilful and Unwilling Se- 
* paration from the National Church? Between Occaſio- 
nal Conformity for an Office, and for private Informa- 
© tion ? Between doing that which is, and that which is. 
not conſiſtent with the publick wage | For does it 
follow that in caſe the Commons fhould think it a 
*DETESTABLE CRIME in thoſe, that can and: 
* will not conform, that therefore they mult of neceſſity 
© entertain the ſame thoughts of thoſe, that would con- 
form and cannot? Is there no difference to be made be- 
Wy tween an Occaſional Conformiſt for an Office, and a 
* Conſcientious Difſenter ? And this Diſtinction be- 
tween a Conſcientious Diſſenter and an Occaſional Con- 
formiſt, is to be met with in many other places: No ped. p. 2. 
doubt charitably to inſinuate, and inſtil into mens Minds, S2. P.. 
that he who conforms upon Occaſion is not a Conſcien- 7?" 
tious Diſſenter. So that upon the whole Sir H's Reaſons 
why the Occaſional Conformiſt is not to be tolerated, a- 
mount to theſe: Becauſe, 1. None but a conſcientious 
Diſſenter ſhould be tolerated. 2. Becauſe an Occaſional * 
Conformiſt is no Conſcientious Diſſenter. | 

But in the firit place, to aſſign a Conſcientious Diſſenter as 

the 
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the only Object of a Toleration, is ſubverting all Toleration; 
and inſtead of proving it every Diſſenter's Right, ren. 
ders it defeaſible and precarious. A Conſcientious Diſſen- 
ter is the Diſſenter that acts according to his Conſcience, 
Now if the Magiſtrate tolerates none but them, whom he 
thinks to act according to their Conſcience, it may hap- 
pen, that he may tolerate none at all: For ſome men have 
thought all Diſſenters ill men, and to act againſt their 
Conſcience; and a great many have thought both Dif. 
ſenting from the Church, and the neglect of Occaſional 
Conformity as great an Abſurdity in it (elf, and as great a 
Contradiction to the Diſſenting Principles, as any one 
pretends Occaſional Conformity to be now. And Sir H, 
gives us reaſon to ſuſpect, that he does not think more 
favourably of any of the Diſſenters than of the Occaſio- 
nal Conformiſts. For he ſeems to ſuppoſe, that tis © their 
B. p. s. 5.2. ſtubborn and corrupt Wills that make em diſſent, and 
put 'em under an Incapacity to ſerve their Prince and 
Country. Suppoſing then Sir H. to be ſole Ma- 
giſtrate, neither Occaſional Conformiſts nor conſtant 
Diſſenters muſt be tolerated. But it is not only cramping 
a Toleration, but rendering it impracticable, to make it 
extend only to conſcientious Diſſenters; ſince no Magi 
ſtrate can tell who is Conſcientious, and whois not. In- 
ſtead therefore of ſaying, that none but a Conſcientious 
Diſſenter (Sir H. had talk'd more like a man, that was in 
earneſt for a Toleration) if he had ſaid, that none but 
peaceable Diſſenters ſhould be tolerated. 
But how does it appear in the ſecond place, that a Oc- 
caſſonal Conformiſi is no Conſcientious Diſſenter ? Both the 
Friends and the Enemys of the Diſſeaters tel] us, that 
Occaſional Conformity is againſt the Intereſt of Diſſenters; 
and the Occaſional Conformiſts declare to the World they 
act by no other Principle, than the Dictates of their Con- 
ſcience, when they both ſtatedly Diſſent, and when they 
occaſio- 


Dae Cafe of the Diſſenters review. 


occaſionally conform. If Sir H. won't believe them, 
who muſt be Judg ? Sir H.? How comes he by an Autho- 


then to try and puniſh Hypocrites, which he pretends fo 
much to abhor, and which he thinks the Diſſenters have ſo 


act conſcientiouſly : * For Conforming and Non-conform- 
ing are Contradictions, and nothing but a firm Perſua- 
ſion that the Terms of Communion (he ſhould have 


can juſtify the one; and that condemns the other. We 
have examin'd before what the Occaſional Conformiſt al- 
ledges, to prove that his Practice is not a Contradiction. But 
ſuppoſing it was a Contradiction, whom does it prove to 
be no Conſcientious Man ? Why him that continues in 
this Practice, and thinks it a Contradiction: but not him 
chat continues in it, and don't think it a Contradiction. 

If therefore Sir H. who thinks Occaſional Conformity a 


no Conſcientious Man. But nothing hinders, tho the Prac- 
tice ſhould be a Contradiction, why a Diſſenter who ſhould 
continue it and does not fee that ContradiQtion, ſhould be 
a truly conſcientious one. For that which is an by pocritical 
Practice in the man who is convinc'd of the ContradiQtion, 
is but a miſtaken one in him that is not. 

And tis happy for Sir H. in my mind, that Conſciouſnefs 
of the Contradiction muſt go to make a Practice or a Prin- 
W ciple Hypocritical ; or elſe I don't know how Sir H. could be 
excus'd from the ſame Hypocriſy he charges upon the Oc- 
caſionalConformiſts. For we ſhall find an Inſtance preſently, 
where one of his Conclufions contradiQs its own Premiſes. 
But J have the ſame Charity for Sir H. that I hope hel have 
for the Diſſenters for the time to come; and wou'd believe 
he no more ſaw that Contradiction, tho it lies exceeding ob- 
vious, than I would have Sir H. think the Occaſional Con- 
F for miſts 


rity to judg his Brother ? Is he not ſetting up an Inquiſition R p-. & i. 


little reaſon to ſuſpect? But Sir H. ſays tis plain he does not B. p.5. 5.7. 


* ſaid conftant Communion) in the Church of England 


Contradiction, ſhould conform Occaſionally, he wou'd be. 


* Ls 
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formiſts ſee the Contradi ion of their Practice, if there 


be any Contradiction in it: eſpecially 0 4 there be of, 
any, it does not ſo immediately occur to the, Mind. So that act 
hope Sir H. for bis own take will conclude, that the: a 
very man may judg of the Conſiſtency. and Coutradiction v6 
of the Principles ot. Occaſional Coaformiſts; et no Man 1 
can determine whether he be a Conſcientious Man or a ing 
Hypocrite wha holds em. Io 1.918 ht f 
2 Bi if Sir H. ſhould be beaten out of this Redovbr, ont 
he has another to retreat to. If it ſhould appear, that an the 
Occaſional Conformiſt has as good a Title to a Toleration Pret 
as a conſtant Diſſenter, then Sir H. ſays, what he would bob 
have done to this Occaſional Confor miſt, is not 4nconſrjtent men 
with a Toleration ; becauſe twould be n Penalty upon him milz 
at all. What is it Sir H. would have done with him? A 
Why he would have him incapacitated to hold any Place from 
or Imployment : and ſeems to expreſs it by allowing bini Wl ence 
& a:Toleration in his private, but not in his publick Capa- in; 6 
city. So that by Sir H's on Confeſſion, it is but halt a WW hey 
Toleratiom he would allow an Occaſional Conformiſt. But ¶ us ex 
notwithſtanding, this, he calls it Moderation, and ſays be ne 
* ?tis'a Method purely defenſive of the Church, without the't 
© the leaſt Encroachment on any one's Rights or Privilegs ther 
<: whatſoever; And in another place he appeals to, the cuter 
World, © what there is in this Incapacity inconſiſtent 'with think 
the Act of Toleration ? And in another poſitively af- lory⸗ 
firms, it does not affect the Liberty of Conſcience of amy a Dif 
Occaſional -Gonformiſt. But we need do no_mgre to car h 
prove that depriving the Diſſenters of all Places and Em. no co 
ployments they hold at preſent, and taking away the Ca. (his 
pacity of ever holding any for the future, is a Penalty and Fo 
a ſevere one, than to conſider, that tis putting a Mark d Co 
Infamy and Diſgrace upon all Diſſenters; that *ris diveſting Ter 
them not only of a Capacity, which they enjoy by Law a to Sir 
preſent, as they do tlie Capacity of taking by Will or 2 and G 
10pes 
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of-Giſt-: but a Capacity of an infinitely higher nature and 
advantage to à Man of a publick Spirit, and who has ſo juſt 
a Taſt of things, as to eſteem Uſefulneſs one of the moſt 
refind* Pleaſures, and one of the higheſt ends of Lite; 
"[is'borying an Oocaſional Conformiſt alive, and prevent - 
ing him from ſerving his Country and his Queen. I is diſ- 
polſeſſing ſome Mien of Places of high Truſt and Honor, 
which they enjoy by the Favor of their Prince, or of 
the People: And others of Employments in the nature of 
Frecholds, which they have purchas d, and: which are 
bought and- fold. as other HFreaiſolds are: And ſome, to 
mention no more, of Plates by: hieb they and their Fa- 
milys'idtirely ſubſiſt. π½,οõᷓο <2 fo halinte gn 

A Toleration, acccording to Sir H. M. is a Freedom 
from Reproach, Penakkys, ami Praſecutions for Coaſci 
ence ſake j and an Enjoy ment of ———— 
in every man's a oß worſhippiog'Gad: © 'Fh we bave 
ſhewn to be Sir H's Notion of a Toleration hefore. Let 
us examine then whether this Deprivation and Incapacity 
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be not as inconſiſtent with theſe Notions of Sir Hons with 
ut the true ones. And I will. leave itito:Str H, himſeli, whe: 
cer they are not: For fince:he tinlta be canberperes 
he BN cutcd by an indecent Bxpreſſionz mult net a Piſſenter 


think himſelf perſeuuted, hen he's/thus as itꝰ were pil- 


al lory'd; and exposꝰd as a Villain mot fit to be truſted ? When 1 
** a Diſſenter 1s depriv'd of a Freehbld& hich he has bought: 1 
10 can he be ſaid:to. *xojoy! his Property r hen thenkas 1 
. 110 courſe ſeſt him, but neven to go to a Arat iog, to ſtarve 

0 (which would be the caſe of mady Diſfenters, if they were 


excluded from all. Offices}! will he retain the Liberty of his 


« 0 WF © Conſcience M ſuch Methods as theſe mts? No Þ p.352. 
1 Temporal uniſhments? u Puniſnments tbey areaceording 


to Sit H's Notlon or Puniſſmonts add his own Confeſſion; B. p. 7. H. 2. 

and God be prais d, ſince Sir H. dani ſeeme quite out of 

hopes of inflifting em, they ate not Iternahones. And 
| F 2 if 


6 


B. p. 3.5. 4. 


B. p. 3.5.5. 


B. p. 11. 
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if his Expectation ſhould be anſwer'd, and a Law ſhould 
—＋ threatning the Diſſenters with ſuch Severitys, will 

ir H. paſs his word that there ſhall be © no Proſecutions? 
commenc'd.upon em? Upon the whole then, bow un- 
juſtly is it aſſerted, that a Bill that would have rob'd the 
Diſſenters of fo many juſt Rights, and laid em under {6 
many Hardſhips, * would not have incroach'd in the leaſt 
© on any Diſſenter's Privileges, nor have affected the Li- 
* berty of any Occaſional Conformiſt*s Conſcience: and that 
* a Difſenter that is contending dgeinft it, contends for no- 
thing but Power and Dominion? Whereas tis a Tole- 
ration of the Conſcience of all Proteſtant Diſſenters, and 
particularly of the Conſcience of an Occaſional Confor. 
miſt, and thePrinciples which all Toleration depends 
both in Fact and Reaſon, that he's contendiog for, when 
he © this Bill. Tis to defend himfelt from a real 
« Perſecution, and that none of the mildeſt neither. And 
this is both the Diſpute, that I may uſe. Sir H's words, | 
and the End why the Diſſenters are ſo much incited to 
* oppoſe this Bill: and this is the Reaſon, why they not 
© only imagine, but are certain, that the ſameis deſign'd 
© to bring a real Hardſhip upon em for Conſcience fakt. 

But ſuppoſing they were not wholly acting the Chrſtian, 
and preventing a Perſecution, which often proves a Temp- 
tation as well as a Hardſhipto honeſt men, and were only 
pleading for their Rights as Engliſh-men, are they to 
blame? Why then does Sir H. upon this occaſion ask the 
Diſſenters, whether there is no hopes of going to a bet- 
ter World without a publick Employment? A Queſtion 
that, as it ſtands here, would have a more proper 
one for a Julian to have made to a Chriſtian, or far Lewis 
the x4th to his Hugonots, than for one Proteſtant to put 
to another. But however, tho there's no Occaſional Coo 
formiſt makes any doubt of it, or whether a mai maya 
get thither without an Eſtate too; yet if he can't _ his 
aſſage 
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Paſſage to Heaven thro this World ſo free and eaſy with- 
ont his Employment or his Eftate, as with em, mayn't 
he do what he can to defend or regain *em? But Pm 
ſure if the Diſſenters be of the opinion, that they could 
not get to Heaven without an Employment, they would 
have very good reaſon to think Sir H. and his Party did 
not differ from them, ſince they take fo much pains to en- 
groſs them all to themſelves, 

3. But to what end are the Diſſenters to have no Places, 
and ſome others to have em all? Will the incapacitating 
Diſſenters to hold any Place or Employment, convince 
them, and bring em over to the Church? Are Deprivations 
and Incapacitys any of Sir Hꝰ's three gentle Methods,which 
are proper to attain that end ? One would have thought 
that they could neither introduce the — of the 
Eftabliſh'd Church into the Minds of Diſſenters by Love 
and Kindneſs, nor be either Reaſons, Arguments, or a 
good Example. Sir H. ſeems to be aware of this; and 
therefore that he might leave room for his Reader to think 
that theſe Penaltys might compaſsrhis End, notwithſtand- 
mg any thing he had faid to the contrary, he don't any 
where in terms deny, that Penaltys are improper means 
to convince the Mind, or that Reafons, Arguments and 
a good Example are the only proper means to do it: But 
drops a word, which if it have any meaning, is to give 
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us to underſtand, that ſore Penaltys are proper 10 con 4 5 p. A. 
vixce the Diſſenters. Tis true Sir H. lays it dowu, that 
nothing can be more free than the Mind of Man, and bid 


that nothing can prevail upon it, but what is introduc'd 
* with Love and Kindneſs, And indeed any one would 
imagine, that the Concluſion drawn from thoſe Principles 
would have been, that fince Penaltys are neither Love non 
Kindneſs, they were wholly improper to prevail upon the 
Mind: and that is the Concluſion that neceſſarily follows 


from them. But Sir H's Concluſion is een as 1 
an 
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the Church, Sir H. has another courſe in roſerve. If 
won't lead, which were indeed to be wiſhd, Sir H. donit 
ſay you ſhan't be driven. But tho the Force of Sir 's 
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and free as lie ſays Man's Mind is, and amounts to no More 
than this, that gentle Methods are more (inſteãd of the 
only) proper, and moreꝰ inſt ead of the only) likely means to 
bring the Diſſenters over to the Church, than Pena ys and 
Punifhments. Sir H. miglm eꝰen as well haue condludech if he 
liad pleasꝰd, thatithełe fort Penaltys and unichments were 
the liltelieſt means to doit, and by as good a Dedudt n 
from his Premiſes, Methinks tis very Hard Sir H. ſhduld 
have any thoughts at all of puniſhing the Diſſenters for 
differing:fromi the Principles of other! Folks, whois hot 
to be precluded! by the neceſſity f the bloſeſt Connexion 
from differiũg from his bwn. : But tho it ſulit be at ehiꝝ 
expenee of never ſo many Coriſequences and Illations:ſrom 
his o Principles, Sir H. will not ſuffer himſeif to be de- 
barꝰd the Liberty of Perſecution; And it muſt be alb wd 
that Sir H. has been ſingularly cautious, leſt he ſhould have 
precluded himſelf from beginning one, when he ſhalllſce 
good. And if we attend to Ins. Inference, and hot $9 
that which is the natural one, he has left room enough 
to commence it to morrow, if he thinks fit. Hon 
tho what is introduc'd by Love and Kindneſs is the moſt 
proper (ſo tis in his Concluſion, but the only proper: in 
his Premifes) Method toſprevail, yet have a care Gemtle4 
men ! If you ſtand out, and thereby convince Sir H. that 
gentle Methods are not the moſt proper to bring you into 


own Principles han't heen able to carry him off from per- 
ſecuting Ground, »becauſe: in all likelihood he wrote in ſo 
much haſte, as not to take time to look about: W 
ſee where he was; yet *cis to be hopꝰd, When he ſhall ſe⸗ 
riouſly reflect at hiserfure; Whether ruth and his'own 
Principles would have led him, if he had given up himſelf 
to their Conduct; he will ſee that he has ſtopt ſhort; and 


will, 


= 
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will, Lhope, immediately give up himſelf to be led to the 
lurtheſt length, that the Principles of an abſolute Tolera - 
tion Will carry him. ai 1928979 2713 pd 11 4 
a, Whether the Truth of Sir H's Principles did not 
give him ſome little check when he was writing this, I 
an htetend to ſays But he has been as cautious as if they 
nad: Ha Ving. only dropt one word, which might rather 
cave a Relerve ànd an Outlet to himſelf, than give a 
hint to his Reader. But Sir H. has another, good end 
to ſerve by Penaltys, beſides convincing the Diſſenters, of 
which he ſeems a little freer. ; And therefore having but 
barely inſinuated their Aptitude to convince, the Minds of 
Men, which he had own'd were free, he inſiſts more upon 
it, that they are proper and effectual to diſpoſe the Mind for 


Conviction. Which if they be, Sir H. ſeems to think 


that tho this Incapacity, that was delign'd:to be brought 
upon the Diſſegters, conlider'd as a Penalty, ſhou'd be 
improper,to convince em, yet it * to be brought upon 
em, to diſpoſe em to be convino d. 


all that he has ſaid of the Freedam of Man's Mind, and“ 


that nothing can prevail upon it, but What is introduc'd 
with Love and Kindneſs; and that the gentle Methods of. 


Reaſons, Arguments, and a good. Example, are much 
more proper and likely, means 19 bring the Diſſenters over 
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For he ſays, after * I. 


to the Church, than ,Penalcys. and Puniſhments, * yer he pref. p. 2 
cannot conceive that theſe; means will be reader'd leſs & 


* effetual (that's Sir H's, modeſt. way of exxrolling tf 
Sg | 


| bereue d ugh, 
if he's conſiſtent with, himſelf) by the Influence, and 


but he muſt mean that they will be render d more e 


* Aſſiſtance of ſuch a Bill. And this is the Advantage 


which I ſuppoſe Sir H. tells the Queen, the Members of Ded. x. 4- 
the Church of England will find by theſe, gentle Me- 


* thods, 


i Deprivations and Inca pacitys, wou'd dif poſe the Diſo 
ſenters to be convinc'd, and were proper for that end, + - 
| * 


- 

- 
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then all the penal Laws are much more ſo, and ought to 
ſtand in full force againſt them. For if Hardſhips are 
proper to that end, the greater they are, the more likely 
are they to be effectual. And I ſuppoſe they are to be 
continu'd, till *tis judg'd that the Diſſenters Minds are 
in a right Diſpoſition : And then Sir H's Scheme will be 
this. The Diſſenters are to be tolerated that they may be 
convinc'd, and perſecuted that they may be diſpos'd for 
Conviction. But Perſecution being to precede, the Diſ- 
ſenters won't have much to thank Sir H. for, ſince for a 

good reaſon (which we ſhall give preſently) their Tole- 
ration is hardly ever like to follow. 
But if Hardſhips and Inconveniences were the only 
thing neceffary to diſpoſe the Diſſenters for Conviction; 
8,p-9-S-1- or if nothing more was needful chan to encline Men © by 
© Intereſt to make a more favorable Enquiry into the Nature 
© of the Church, in order to bring em into it: Caſhieri 
them of their Places wou'd not be neceſſary to this end. 
For the Diſſenters find ſo many Diſadvantages by their 
Separation, and have ſo many agreeable Prof; in a 
Return, that they dont want Temptations to conform, 
neither of the one ſort nor of the other, Their Diftance 
from the Church has nothing attending it but Reproach 
and Difficulty, beſidesthe ſatis faction of their own Minds. 
They are precluded in a manner from Uſefulneſs, Honor, 
and Preferment ; and have little left em, but as Sir H. in- 
B.p3-S-3- timates, the Liberty of being Mechanics. If theſe 
Hardſhips are not thought ſufficient to make the Diſſenters 
wiſh for a Reconciliation, and it fhall be deem'd neceſſary 
to that end to lay em under greater, Sir H. may, for ought 
I know, wy ſame reaſon think Confiſcation, Baniſh- 
ment, and a Dungeon at laſt, the proper means coattain it. 
But how does Sir H. propoſe that this Incapact- 
ty ſhall diſpoſe the Diſſenters to be convinc'd? Why 
Fref. p. a thus: By making em to wiſh a Reconciliation with the 
= Church, 
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Church, and 2. to enquire into its Nature and Excellen- 
6 cy. An admirable Method truly of diſpoſing Mens Minds 7 
to be convinc'd. Their Hopes of worldly Advantage, | 1 
and their Fears of Reproach and Shame, with a thouſand 1 
other Paſſions, muſt be rais'd to a good height; and then, 1 
juſt at the nick of time, when they are at a certain pitch, 
the Men are to enquire that they may be convinc q. That 
is to ſay, a Diſſenter muſt be brib'd and intimidated, in 
order to make him judg aright, concerning the Excellency - 1 
of the Eſtabliſh'd Church. One wou d think Sir H. had 
no great Opinion of its Excellency, when he places all the 
likelthood'of Con iction upon that, which the wiſe Man 
tells us, blinds the Eyes. And I confeſs, I can't bur ſuſpeR, 
that Sir H. ; not that Churchman at the bottom, nor his ,,.q p. 
Jeal for the Chureluſo happily founded, upon a juſt En s. 1, 2. 
quiry into its Nature, and a Conviction of its Excellency, 
25 he perhaps faveys, and tells the World it is; ſince e B. P-55-5- 
afraid that the Occaflanal Conformity of Officers to the ***® 
Church of England, that is to ſay, their frequenting of 
other Religious Aſſemblys, is as likely a means to ruin the 
Church of England, as the Occaſional Conformity of Pa- 
Jriſis (that is to ſay, the Papiſts frequenting the Church of 
ond) was a means to ruin Popery at the beginning of 
be Reſormation Which is, as if Sir H. had ſaid, that the | 
Piſſenting Aſſemblys have as much more Excellency than ? 
| he Eſtabliſh'd Church, as the Church of England had at þ 
2 hat time, above that of Rome: And that the Church of 1 


n 


; 
F 
| 


8 gland ſtands in need of the ſame Methods to ſupport 
Y er againſt the Diſſenters, and has juſt the ſame dangers 
t 0 fear from them, which the Church of Rome had from 
[- he Reformation. Are you ſure, Sir H. to accommodate 
; our own words, af ſome ſmallvariation, to out preſent 
[- urpoſe upon a like Oecaſion: That there is no Jurking gp. 1.2. 


4 Papiſt, no French Politician behind the Curtain, ſtriving 
for Popery and Arbitrary Power, under the ſpecious pre- 
h 2 G 6 tences 
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* tences of gaining Proſelytes to the Church,” from whom 
ou have taken this Method of a Popiſh and a falſe Church, 
ut not of a Proteſtant and a true one? For Truth can be 

3 by not hing ſo much as Paſſion, nor Falſhood 
e ſo effectually ſupported by any thing elle. 

But after all, if 'tis proper to make Men wiſh a thing to 
be true, in order to convince *em that it is ſo ; and that 
Diſſenters want the Invitations of Advantages to make 

B. p.9-$.3. em Churchmen ; why, ſince Sir H. don't deny but Occa- 
ſional Conformity is of ſervice to the Church, why, I 
fay, is he againſt the Diſſenters having thoſe Advantages 
by it that they now have, in order to convince 'em of 
its Lawfulneſs and its Expediency ? and why does he think 
upon his Principles, that Occaſional Conformity will be a 
much praCtis'd after *tis no Inlet into Places, as now it is! 
For if Sir H. thinks that Occaſional Conformity will con- 
tinue alive without any thing but Principles to ſupport it, 
and yet thinks the Church in danger without giving he 
greater advantages than thoſe ſhe has, either he muſt think, 
that the Principles of Occaſional Conformity are better than 
thoſe of Conſtant Conformity, and ſo need the foreign Sup 
port of Advantage leſs, or elſe that the Occaſional Car i 
formiſts are better Men than the Churchmen, and will 0 
that from their Principles, which the Churchmen without 
concomitant Advantages won't do from theirs. = 

But if notwithſtanding. the Inconſiſtency of this Op 
nion with Truth, and another of Sir H's Aſſertioa 
he ſhall think the raiſing Mens Paſſions a propt 
means to make em think cooly and enquire ; |: 
us ſee, whether enquiring into the Nature and Excelienc 
of the Church, be the End for which Sir H. wou'd ha 
this Method us d? And without all queſtion it is not. Fe 
if Incapacitys and Deprivations were only to make M 
enquire into the Nature and Excellency of the Eſtabliſt 
Church, they ſhould be preſcrib'd to ſome Church 
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For all Churchmen have not made that Enquiry ; 'and 
then they ought to be incapacitated for all Offices, ro make 
them enquire into the Excellency of a Church, to which 
they conform'd only from Education, Cuſtom, Eaſe or Ad- 


vantage. And if Men were only to be incapacitated to 


make em enquire into the Nature and Excellency of the 
Eſtabliſh'd Church, then as ſome Churchmen ſhou'd 
be incapacitated, fo all Diſſenters ſhou'd not. For 
ſome of 'em have enquir'd into it as much as they can 
already. They aſſure us they have, and appeal to Heaven 
for the Truth of it. And Sir H. ought in Charity to 
believe them: Pm ſure tis out of his Province to judg 
whether they have or no. That muſt be left to Al- 
mighty God, who only 'knows their Capacitys and Op- 
portunitys, and who therefore alone can determine whe- 
ther they have made the Enquiry as diligently as they 
cou'd, or whether they have not. Ay, but ſays Sir H. 


They have not ſufficiently enquir'd, for if they had, Pref p. 2. 
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they wou'd by conſequence not be occaſionally, ' but * * 


* heartily and ſincerely reconciPd to the Church.“ Sir H. 
ſhou'd have ſaid conſtantly and entirely, if he wou'd have 
tal*d charitably or agreeably to the tenor of his Argu- 
ment here. So that with Sir H. enquiring into the Nature 
and Excellency of the Church, and conforming uninter- 
ruptedly to it, are the ſame thing. Now Sir H. ſpeaks 
out, what he has been but muttering before. And the 
Diflenters are to be puniſh'd by Deprivations and In- 
capacitys, that they may be torc'd to conform. And not 
as he has been pretending all this while, that they may be 
diſpos d to Conviction, by being made to wiſh, that they 
cou'd conform, in order to make em enquire into the Na- 
ture and Excellency of the Church they are to conform 
to. And tho indeed 'tis no difference to the Diſſenter, 
whether he be puniſh'd to make him conform to the 
Church, or whether he be puniſh'd, that by being brought 
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to wiſh he cou'd conform, and enquiring into Conformity, 
he may be convinc'd 'tis his Duty; yet the latter is the 
fairer pretence for a Perſecutor to make of the two. So 
that I'm ſorry for the Truth's ſake, Sir H. cou'd think of 
either of theſe Methods; and for his Reputation's ſake, 
that he did not rather keep to the laſt. 
5. But Sir. H. thinks that if depriving and incapacitat- 
ing the Diſſenters of all Offices won't do any Service to 
the Church, yet that at leaſt tis no Injury to the Differ» 
ters. Becauſe they have v Title to hold Offices, or ſo much 
as to the capacity of holding em by the Act of Toteration, 
For it is ſatd, * That the Act of Toleration makes no Pro- 
* viſion, that any Difſenters from the National Church 
*, ſhou'd be thereby entituPd or qualify'd for publick Off- 
ces and Employments.” And that therefore todiſqualif 
dem is not contrary to the Toleration. Admirably we 
arpued | No more does it make any Proviſion, that any 
Diffenter from the National Church, ſhou'd be thereby 


 entituPd and -qualify?d to poſſeſs an Eſtate ;' and does it 


B. p. 3 · §. 2. 


therefore follow, that to diſqualify the Diſſenters from pot 
ſeſſing an Eſtate, is not contrary to the Act of Tolerate | 
on? A Diſſenter enjoys his Rights and Privileges dy the 
ſame Laws that other Men do. Some penal Laws had 
depriv*d the Diſſenters of ſeveral of thoſe Rights; and all 
that the Toleration does, is to reſtore thale that wee 
taken away; but it can't reſtore thoſe that never were 
taken away. Now the Capegity of holding a Place, and 
the actual poſſeſſion of one, were nevet taken: from an 
Occaſional Conformiſt by any Law whatſoever: nor 
therefore does the Occaſional Conformiſt want a. Tolera- 
tion to reſtore em. | 
Nor can it be ſaid, that to deprive and inca pacitate the 
Diffenters of all Offices, is zot inconſiſtent with the Act of 
Toleration. Sir H. indeed ſays it is not, upon this Reaſon ; 


Becauſe the Toleration only exempts the Oiſſenters "_ 
the 
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the Penaltys of certain Taws mention'd and enumerated 
in that Act. And if a Bill had paſs d to incapacitate Diſ- 
ſenters from holding Offices, Sir H. ſays it had inflicted 
no Penalty that the . Toleration exempts em from. No, 
but it wou d have inflicted a new Penalty: It wou'd have 


been a Penalty ia the gature of a Fine ta thoſe who poſſeſs 
ſome ſort. of Places, and in ſome Inſtances without a ſalvo 


Contenemento. And it, .wou'd, have” been, a; Penalty 
and a Temporal Puniſhment upon all, for not conſorming 


4 


to the National Church, inſtead of the gentle Methods 


of Reaſon, Arguments, and a good Example. The To; 
eration does not exemꝑt the Diſſenters from being burnt 


in the Check: But I ſuppoſę if a Faw ſhqu d ꝑaſs io burn 
em all in the Cheek, Sir H. would hardy think: it Was 


conſiſtent with the Toleration. For the Act of Tolerati- 


on being an eaſe given zo tender Conſciences, all Penaltys 


are inconſiſtent With it. And, if, this Ange PASTA 19g Fa 
had paſs'd,, anew Att of Tolergtiog Wou'd have been as 
necelſary to exempt the Diſſenters frm. it, and to reſtore 
em to their Capacity, as the Act of, Toleration, that 
paſo d in the firſt Year of the Reign of K. William and 
Mary of ever Glorious Memory Was to reſtore em 
to other Rights, and to remove he as Penaltys, which 


ere in force againſt em. Indeed Sir H. pretend, that 


the Occaſional Contor miſts ſtood excludęd from Places, by 
the plain Intent and Meaning of the Corporation and 


Telt Acts. If they had, there wau'd have been more 


force in Sir H's Argument, becaule: the Act of Tolęration 
nas not exempted the Diſlemers f m the Hard(hips,of 
thoſe Acts. But I hope to convince the Reader in another 
place, that the Excluſion of Occafional Conformiſts, is 
neuher the meaning of the As, nor the Veſigu of, the 
Framers of them. I ſhall enly ſay this in anſwer at pre- 
icar, that Sir H. knows very well, that this wou'd nat 
pals ſor the plain Intent and. Meaning af thoſe K 

CIts 
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Weſtminſter- Hall. Or if it word,” there had been no 
need of this Bill, which Sir H. has taken ſo much pains 
to defend. J ey, LIE RG 29371 , Af 1071 | 

Having premis'd this, I believe we may be able to an- 
{wer the Querys Sir H. puts upon this Head, in which he 
every where | mightily abounds; and with this Peculi- 
arity, that n Appeals to the common ſenſe of 
Mankind, upon the confidence that no body can diſagree 
with the Queriſt, Sir H. generally puts his, where there's 
the greateſt need of Arguments to convince, and where 
the common Senſe of Mankind is the moſt againſt him. 
The firſt Query is, Whether there be one word in the 
* whole Ac, i. e. of Toleration, to that purpoſe,“ vis. 
of qualifying a Diſſenter for publick Offices and Employ- 
ments. Anſw. No. Nor need there be any ſuch 
Clauſe in that Act, to make the diſqualify ing of Diſſenters 
a Perſecution. Qu. Did the Diſſenters ever deſire any 
ſuch thing? Anſw. What thing do you mean? To if 
be qualify'd? Yes, they think they are qualify'd by "Oc- | 
caſional Conformity according to Law, and deſire to con- 
tinue ſo; and wou'd think it very hard if their Caſe may 
not be alter'd for the better, that it ſhou'd be alter'd for 
the worſe. Qu. Or did they deſire any thing more than 
Liberty of Conſcience to fires God in their own way. 
Anſw. No. And therefore they deſire to be free from all 
Deprivations and Incapacitys, for ſerving God ſometimes 
in a Church, and ſometimes in a Meeting, which is one 
way by which they think they can ſerve him. He goes on, 
Qu. And to enjoy their Libertys and Propertys ? Anſw. 
Some Places are Freeholds and a part of their Property, 
and therefore they deſire not to be diveſted of em; and a 
Capacity to enjoy a Place is their Right, and a part of 
Engliſh Liberty; and therefore they hope they ſhan't be 
depriv'd of it neither, for ſerving God in their own way; 
nor that a Law ſhou'd paſs to do it, upon W — 

ou 
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ſhowd find themſelves _ * troubled with Proſecutions for | 


no . 

ins « Conſcience only,” So falſly is it ſaid, that this Bill only ea. P. 3 
ſecur'd the Eitabliſh'd Government in Church and State, 

an- by ſuch gentle Methods as are conſiſtent with the Act 

he © of Toleration. For in a word, tis equally inconſiſtent 

ult- with a Toleration to take away any Priyilege, the Perſon 

> of tolerated enjoys by the virtue of the AA of Toleration it 

ree ſelf, or by any other Law; and equally inconſiſtent with 

e's it to enact a Law, that has a Penalty which the Act of 

ere Toleration has exempted a Diſſenter from; or to enact a 

im. Law that inſſicts a Penalty, which not exiſting before the 

he BE Act of Toleration, that AQ cou'd not exempt him from. 

iz, And 'tis but quibbling inſtead of arguiog to aſſert the: 

y- WI contrary, and to defend the Bill by ſuch an Aſſertion. 

ch 6. But it will be ſaid, that if the Diſſenters are capa- 

ers ble of publick Employments by the Act of Toleration, 

ny or by any other Law; yet that they ought. not to be ſuf- 

To fer'd to continue ſo, becauſe they are Hypocrites and 

Je- | Schiſmaticks. All Diſſenters but Occaſional Conformiſts 

n- are barr'd already, and they it ſeems. ought to be: And 

ay here lys the Strength of what may be ſaid againſt them. 

or For tho we have prov'd the Right a Diſſenter has to a 

an WR Tolcration-in general, and ſhew'd that an Occaſional Con- 

/ WH formilt has the ſame Right with other Diſſenters, and 

all that depriving and incapacitating him is a Perfecution, that 

es is neither proper to convince him, nor to diſpoſe him to- 

ne Conviction, and that ' tis inconſiſtent with the Ack of To- 

n, leration; yet if we can't ſhew that the charge of Hypo- 

v. criſy and Schiſm ought not to impeach their Riglit, the 

v, main Object ion wou'd be left unanſwer*d, I ſhall there- . 

2 tore apply my ſelf more particularly to conſider 2am Firſt N Ye 

of it is ſaid in proof, that if they have a Right to ſome Pla- 

e ces, and to a Capacity ol all, that Right ſhou*d'not he con- 

J tinu'd to em, becauſe they are Hypoctites, Sir H. ſays, B. p.5. 5.6. 

y their Separation is a wilful one, and. that they, only con- 
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form for an Office, tho tis a pretty odd Reaſon he afſigns, 
viz. becauſe every Man that has an Office does conform, 
But, 1. the Occaſional Conformiſts deſire leave to be 
heard to the Plex of Hypocriſy that's made uſe of againſt 
em, and all 0 gthat the Fact is falſe, and the Conſequence 
unjuſt. 'They. is the firſt place lay it don that they 
are no Hypocrites A Hypocrite is one whoſe Ac ions are 
inconſiſtent with his Principles, and who is conſcious that 
they are ſo. The bare Inconſiſtency of a Man's Principles 
with his Actions can't make a Man a Hypocrite, becauſe 
that Inconſiſtency y ptoceed from Ignorance, Inadver. 
tency gr Miſtake. And tho a Man that's guilty of theſe 
may be a weak Man, yet no Man is a Hy pocrite thro 
mere Weakneſs: And if Inconſiſtency made a Hypocrite, 
ſhew me that Man that's ſincere. For ſincethe Chriſtiag 
Principles are all good, io Man that ꝓroſeſſes them can at af 
times be conſiſtent with ?em but he that's perfect. Hence 
it follows, that Malice and Deſign muſt enter into the 


Character of a Hypocrite, and the Man's Principles muſt iſ 


not only be inconſiſtent with his Practices, or with fom 
other of his Principles, but he muſt be conſcious of that In- 
conſiſtency. So that if it could be made out, againſt what 
the Occaſional Conformiſts have ſaid for the Conſiſtency 
of the practice of Occaſional Conformity with their Prin. 
ciples, that tis inconſiſtent with 'em; yet till it can be 
made out, that they are ſelf-condenn'd, and conſcious of 
that Inconſiſtency, it can never be ſaid that they are Hy. 
rites, If Inconſiſtencys were the Teſt of Hypocrites, 
the Diſſenters think they ſhou'd not be'the'only Men that 
cou'd not ſtand it. And that if the pretended Inconſiſten- 
cy of going ſometimes to a Meeting and ſometimes, to a 
Church, were ſufficient to prove a: Diſlepter an Hypo- 
crite, going ſometimes to a Carta aud at others to. A 

Pariſh Church, ſometimes to'a Church ſubject to Epiſco- 
pal Juriſdiction, and ſometimes to one exempt ſrom i, | 
wou' 
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wou'd fix the ſame Character upon a Church-man, And 
vm perſuaded, tho ſome Perſons are pleas'd to ſtigmatize 
their Brethren in every breath with the black CharaRer of 
a Hypocrite, for that which at moſt can never be prov'd 
to be more than a well-meant miſtaken Practice; yet it 
wou'd hardly be born of the Diſſenters, if they ſhould deal 
as freely with their Brethren of the Church, and return 
this good Language, for their taking Oaths upon the Occa- 
ſion of a good Place, or a good Benefice : Or for their ſay- 
ing, they are mov'd by the Holy Ghoſt to take the Orders 
of a Prieſt, tho they are never mov'd, but when a . 
Proviſion (or a Title, as *tis caIPd) moves 'em at the ſame 
time: Or for a Chapter's praying to God to move em to 
chooſe a proper Perſon to be a Biſhop, when the Cong? 
d'eſlire don't leave em ſo much room for a Choice, as Ho 
ſon did his Fellow Traveller, when he gave him leave to 
chooſe whether he wou'd have what he left him, or none 
at all, 

But ſuppoſing that the Occaſional Conformiſts are Hy- 
pocrites, it does not follow, that they are toloſethe bene- 
fit of a Toleration, unleſs they are injurious to the So- 
ciety, or ſome Member of it. For Hypocriſy is no Ci- 


W i! Crime, 'tis no Offence againſt the Society; and 


therefore *tis not the Magiſtrate's buſineſs to reſtrain 
it by Laws and Penaltys. ?*Tis an Offence againſt 
God indeed, and won't fail of a juſt Puniſhment from 
him in this World or the next. But the Cognizance 
of it is not committed to the Magiſtrate, any more than 
the Cognizance of Lying, of unclean Thoughts, Malice 
o Covetouſneſs, or of a thouſand other Crimes, which no 
State ever thought of reſtraining by Laws and Penaltys. 
It Hypocriſy comes to be immediately injurious to the 
Society, it then falls under the Magiſtrate's notice: But 
tis the Injury then that is puniſh'd, and not the Hypocriſy. 
And when the Otcafional Conformiſt ſhall become a 

| | H Breaker 
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Breaker of the Peace as well as a Hypoerite, he won't 


pretend to the benefit of a Toleration ny 
And indeed that the Puniſhment of Hypocriſy is fo- 
reign to the buſineſs of a Magiſtrate, don't only appear 
from, his want of a Commiſſion to puniſh it, and that to 
puniſh. it is not neceſſary to the Ends of Society, which 
are to be the meaſure of all Laus; but becauſe it wou'd 
be impradticable,' For Hypocriſy lying in the Conſciouſ- 
neſs of the Inconſiſtency of a man's Actions and Principles, 
is a Crime not capable of being deſcrib'd by a Law, ſo as 
to, bear a Trial: For what Evidences can {wear (unleſs 
ſome ſuch as were us'd in a Reign, whoſe Crime was 
rather Impudence than Hypocrily ) that an Occaſional 
a is conſcious 97 this Inconſiſtency? And 
what Judg or Jury can find or condemn it? Actions 
can only come under their notice; and tho *© Scribere? 
may. be © Agere”*, yet ſurely © Cogitare? can't, A 


Crime of this Spiritual nature can have no Judg but him 


that trys the Heart and the Reins, and who don't only 
know the Thoughts of our Hearts, but the Relation and 
Reference they bear to one another. 

But tho the OccaſionalConformiſts are ſatisfy'd that they 
are not guilty of Hypocriſy, and that Hypocriſy is a Crime 
that is not liable to Civil Puniſhment, nor capable of Trial 
and Conviction; yet I believe I may venture to make this 
Propoſal in their Name, That they will contentedly ſtand 
excluded from all Offices, when all other Hypocrites ſhall 
be excluded too: And particularly when the State Hypo- 
crites ſhall ; whom they, can't but think more dangerous 
than they are: Such, I mean, as have never ſign'd the 
Aſſociation, or taken the Oaths, or ſuch who have talk'd 
openly againſt them, till accepting or keeping ſome Place 
of Profit or Honor made it neceſſary. It Hypocriſy be the 
Crime to be puniſh'd in an Occaſional Conformiſt, then all 
Hypocriſy is to be puniſh'd; or elſe when the No 

on- 
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Conformiſts are pretended to be punifh'd for Hypoctiſy, 
ſomething elſe muſt be meant. But when all State Hypo- 
crites ſhall be debar*d from Places, theOccaſional Conformiſts 
think, their Country won't want their Service: and ſo will 
willingly ſee themſelves laid aſide. Tho they are afraid 
if the Excluſion ſhould be in general of all Hy pocrites, it 
wou'd go with us here as it did at Rome in times of extra- 
ordinary difficulty; and that there would be more Places 
than Candidates and Officers to ſupply 'em: Or as it went 
at the Trial of the Woman taken in Adultery, and 
brought befote our Saviour, there would be too many 
convicted Criminals, to leave any to be Judges. 

Thus the Occaſional Conſormiſts, in the firſt place, 
think they have remov'd the Bar, that's laid againſt their 
Plea to a Toleration: And the Diſſenters deſire in the 2d 
place to by heard to the Charge of Schiſm that's made 
againſt theirs: And in this caſe they deny the Fact, 
and Cifallow of the conſequence, as the Occaſional 
Conformiſts did in the other; and neither think them- 
ſelves guilty of Schiſm, nor that Schiſm forteits a Man's 
Right to a Toleration. They in the firſt place deny che 
Fat}, and plead that they are not guilty of Schiſin, as it is 
deſcrib'd and blam*d in the Holy Scriptures. For Noncon- 
formity does not diſſolve the Ty, by which he's united to 
the Myſtical Body of Chriſt. Love to all the Members 
of that Sacred Body, has made him One with it: And till 
Unucharitableneſs ſhall break that Band, he thinks he can 
never be divided from it. He loves all the Members of 
this Holy Community, he honours 'em: He has a con- 
cern for em, and a ſtudious deſire to ſerve *em : He halves 
their Sorrows, and receives a ſenſible Pleaſure ſrom their, 
Joys. Heenvys not their Honors, and chearſully bears 
their Reproach and Shame. And whilſt he feels this 
Sympathy with all the Members, he hopes he may be 
pretty ſecure, that he partakes of that Life and Spirit 
H 2 which 
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which animates and cements the Whole: and that he's 
not a benum'd or dead Member, which receives none 
of that Influence from the Head, that directs and governs 

all the living ones. | 
He may indeed endeavor to be ſerviceable to himſelf, 
and uſeful to his Fellow-Members, in a way different 
from ſame others of em. But he's not much concern'd 
at the Clamors rais'd againſt him for this Difference, whilſt 
he don't manage it uncharitably : Since differences of 
* Gifts may proceed from the ſame Spirit, and different 
« Adminiſtrations from the ſame Head and Lord: and all 
of 'em may be for the profit and advantage of the 
* Whole.* Andif after all he ſhould be miltaken ; and 
this Difference ſhould not be ſo ſerviceable, as an entire 
Uniformity would be; yet he thinks a meer Miſtake con- 
f being ſerviceable, can't rend and 


divide him from this myſtical Community. And he's 


conſcious of no deſiga to diſſerve his Fellow Members, or 


not to ſerve *em at all, For whence does it neceſlarily fol- 
low, that a Diſſenter manages his Differences from the 
Eſtabliſh'd Church uncharitably, or that he has ſelfiſh 
Ends to ſerve by em; or that they proceed from over- 
valuing himſelf, or undervaluing his Brother ; from be- 
ing fond of one Chriſtian, or neglecting, deſpiſing, hat- 
ing an] envying ancther. * He that is — ; 

| uc 
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* Theſe ſeveral Inlances of Schiſm are ſo many Inſtances of Uncharitableneſs : 
And therefore St. Paul with the greateſt propriety, preſcribes Charity as the cure 
of Schiſm, in 1 Cor. Chap. 13. after he had elegantly deſcrib'd the nature of Schijm 
in the 12th : And no Remed; cwuld reach the whole of the caſe ſo e ffectually. For 
Charity is contrary to every Spring and Inſtance of Schiſm : For 1ſt it ſeeketh not 
its own; 240, is not puffed up, nor vaunts it ſelf; 3dly, is kind; qthly, te- 
joiceth only in the Truth ; sh, envieth not; 6thly, does not behave it felt 
unſeemly : For it thinks no Evil, fufters long, is not eaſily provok'd : Ch. 13. 
Ver. 4, 3,6. The ſeveral Inſtances of Schiſm, which we have mention'd, and to which 
Charity is oppos'd, may be found in maſt or all the Places of Scripture, where Schiſm 
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ſuch Inſtances, and from ſuch indulged Luſts as theſe, 
is only concern'd for himſelf, or for ſome particular Mem- 
bers of Chriſt's Body, in oppoſition to others; but can 
never be truly concern'd for em all: ſince he's not con- 
cern'd for 'em as Members of that Body, but as Mem- 
bers paſſing under ſome peculiar Denomination ; and con- 
ſequently mult be the Schiſmatick that is deſcrib'd and 
reprimanded in the Holy Scriptures. 

If any Diſſenter ſhould be uncharitable in theſe reſpects, 
and from ſuch Principles, he muſt neceſſarily come _ 
this 


is (polen f. (1/t.) 4 Difference, that as ſuch wou d be n1 Schiſm, becomes Schiſm 
when it is uncharitably manag d; and this is commonly an Ingredient of moſt Schiſms 
ſpol-en of in Scripture. In the 1 Cor. 1. 11. tis call'd Contention; and in the 
z. 3. Strife. The (2d) Inſlance of Schiſm is deſcrib'd 16 Rom. 17, 18. where we are 
rold, that thoſe that cauſe Diviſions, ſerve not our Lord jeſus Chriſt ; but by 
200d words and fair ſpeeches deceive the Hearts of the Simple. The (3d) In- 
farce of Schiſm we are forbid in Rom. 12. 3. where St. Paul thro the Grace 
given him commands every Man that was among them, not to think of himſelf 
more highly than he ought to think; bur to think foberly of himſelt, according, 
as God had dealt to every man the meaſure of Faith. The Pride of the Rico, in 
eating their Love Feafts before the Poor, was poſſibly the Schiſm that St. Paul repri- 

ands 2 Cor, 18, 21, 22. The (4th) is farbid at Ver. 10. where St. Paul com- 
pmands them to be kindly affettioned one to another, in honour preferring one 
mether; and mere —— in 1 Cor. 12. from the 1 2th Verſe, to the end of that 
after; where the Apoſſle by the juſt temperament of the Uſefulneſs and Comeli- 
p'/; of the ſeveral Parts of the Body, and the Sympathy and Care that each Mem- 
er has thereupon of the whole, elegantly expreſſes the nature of this Inſtance of 
chin; which conſiſts in diſyiſing our Fellow Chriſtians : And the Corinthians over- 
n/uing their own Gifts, and deſpiſing thoſe their Brethren, was very probably the 
eccaſton of the 11, 12, 13, and 14 Chapters of his 1ſt Epiſile to tbem; in which he 
ervently animates them againſt it. The Schiſm of the Corinthians, that St. Paul 
reproves 'em for in the 1/t Chapter of his firſt Exiſtle, may ſerve as a proof of the (505 
/ince, In the tothVerſe he beſeeches em, that there be no Diviſions among 
em: but that they be perſectly join'd together in the ſame Mind, and in the 
ame Judgment ; which was, that no Man ſhould glory in particular Men, whe- 

ther Paul, or Apollos, or Cephas, 1 Cor. 3. 21, 22. and that they ſhould not 
Wink of [particular ] men abuye what is written: that no one of them ſhould 
c puffed up for one againſt another; but ſhould think Paul and Apollos Miniſters 
t Chriſt, ch 3+ v. 5. and Stewards of the Myſterics of God, ch. 4. v. 1. 4 
A of the (6th) # in the 3 Chap. 3. ſince there were Envy ings ard Diviſtens 
men "em, 


Sr, * * 
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this unhappy Character. But there is no neceſſity, be- 
cauſe a Man diſſents from the Church, that he ſhould de- 
ſerve it, or that he ſhould not becauſe he conforms. Theſe 
are Crimes which Conformiſts and Nonconformiſts are e. 
qually capable of; ſince they are not to be avoided by meer 
Conformity, nor perpetrated by a miſtaken Non. confor- 
mity : but conſiſt in Uncharitableneſs, founded in prone. 
neſs to Strife; in ſelfiſh Deſigns; Pride or Inſolence; 
Fondneſs of one Man, or Slight and Hatred to another, 
And ſince theſe are the Springs, and the very Quintellence 
of Schiſm, *tis not difficult to determine, which of the 
Two are moſt liable to the Guilt and the Temptation: 


Whether the Diſſenters, who are expos'd to the Croſs by 
their Diſſent, and who only beg leave to differ from the 


Eſtabliſh'd Church themſelves, and to think their own 


Miniſters and Churches better ſuited to the Ends of their 


Edification, without condemning Conformity in others; 
or denying many of their Miniſters the Character of 
Learning and Piety, or the Eſtabliſh'd Church, that of | 
true one: Or They, whoſe Conformity is accompany'{ 
with Worldly Advantages, as well as Spiritual ones ; and 
who would engroſs em both to themſelves : Excluding 
other 'Men from the Divine Preſence in the next World, 


and from the regular and ordinary means of Grace in 
this. 


Thus we ſee the Schiſm, that's ſo ſeverely inveigh'd a- 
gainſt in the Holy Scripture, is Uncharitableneſs; and 
wherever that is not to be found, be there what other 
Differences or Separations you will, there is no Schiſm, 
And ſince the Diſſenters are not chargeable with the Scrip- 
rure Notion of Schiſm, they care not under what charge 
they ly of Schiſm, of Mens making. They pay a great 
deterence to the Judgment of the Fathers, and the Opini- 
ons of great Divines; but they have learnt to call no man 
Maſter but Chriſt, and to ſtand in awe of no Man's 

Judg- 
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Judgment but the Lord's. And therefore if Fathers or 
Divines wou'd teach em new Notions of Schiſm, they 
can't receive *em, in caſe they diſagree with the Doctrines 


of their great Prophet. And if they ſhou'd be con- 


de:nnd by them, yet they know their Lord, who. will 

judg according to none but the Sacred Rule, will upon an 

Appeal to him reverſe their Deciſion, And yet the Diſlen- 

ters think they are not chargeable with the Schiſm, which -- 
is deſcrib'd and condemn'd by the Fathers and modern 7 
Divines, neither. Scluſm, in the Opinion of the Fathers flit. Diſeip. 


of the three firſt Centurys, according to, a very impartial Vnity and 


Repreſentation of the Notions and Practice of thoſe % 
Times, which has yet receiv'd no Anſwer, is an unneceſ- Church, 
ſary Deſertion of a lawful Biſhop. And a lawful Biſhop 1 
in their Writings, is the Paſtor of a ſingle Congregation, I. - 6 
choſen by the Majority of the Members of that Church, 
approved by the neighbouring Paſtors, and ordain'd by 

che Impoſition of their Hands. And that which they 

took to be an unneceſſary Deſertion of this Biſhop, was 
deſerting him, tho he was not chargeable with Hereſy, 
Apoſtacy or Immorality. Now certainly, according to 

this Notion of Schiſm, the Diſſenters can't be chargeable with 


u, who bore ſo violent a Perſecution, rather than be guil- 


Wy 0: this unneceſſary Deſertion of their lawful Biſhops, 
i 2: Since they were not ejected for Hereſy, Apoſtacy 


or immorality ; but for not conforming to impos'd Rites : 
A Compliance which wou'd never have been urg'd by 
the beſt of the Fathers, who always eſteem'd Impoſing 
— another Church, as an Act of Tyranny in the P. 213. 
mpoſer. 

Thus the Diſſenters think they Rand clear'd from the 
Scriptural and Eccleſiaſtical Charge of Schiſm. But Divi- 
nity, which ſhou'd indeed be nothing but an Account of the 
Scripture, but which happens oftner to be any thing beſides, 
g1ves another Notion of Schiſm. And tho it does not im- 

| port 


— 
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port a Chriſtian much what it is, nor who is chargeable 
with it; yet ſince this Theological Scarecrow has frighted 
men mightily of late, it may poſſibly be of ſome ſervice 
to ſee whether the Diſſenters are not inditable of the Schiſm 
of the Modern Engliſh Divines, Schiſm in their opinion is an 
unneceſſary Separation from a lawful Eſtabliſh'd Church, 
Tis plain that this is no Scripture Notion of Schiſm ; for 

x Cor. 11, the Corinthians were guilty of Schiſm, when they were 
10. 2. gather'd together. But be it a definition of what it will 
when *tis underftood,it will be at the ſame time underſtood, 
that theDiſſenters are not included in it. (I.) Separation in 
this definition can't mean meerly a Local one: for thenevery 
Congregation wou'd be Schiſmatical, ſince tis locally ſepa- 
rated from another. (2.) Neither can it mean bare Non- 
Communion ; for then a Man, who never communicated 
with any Church but his Pariſh one, wou'd be a Schiſ. 
matick: whereas it wou'd be very ſtrange, that a Man 
ſhou'd bea Schiſmatick for communicating with the Con- 


ference in Worſhip or Juriſdiction: For then either Pariſh- 
Churches, and Churches ſubject to Epiſcopal JuriſdiCtion, 
or Cathedrals and Exemptions muſt be Schiſmatial 
Churches; for Cathedralsand Pariſh Churches have many 
differences in their manner of Worſhip ; and Exemptions 
are not ſubje& to the Epiſcopal Juriſdiction that others 
are. (4.) Nor can it mean bare Non-Communion founded 
on this difference, for then a Man living in a Pariſh, ex- 
empted from Epiſcopal ſuriſdiction, or that always Wor- 
ſhips in a Cathedral, and never communicated with any 
other, which a Man may do and remain a good Church- 
man, muſt be a Schiſmatick. And it it did mean a bare 
Non-Communion founded on this difference, the Occaſio- 
nal Conformiſts cou'd not be included, becauſe they do 
ſometimes join in Communion with the Church; w_ 


. a5 ow 3h 


gregation, which he is oblig'd to communicate with, by 
the Rules of the Church. (3.) Nor can it mean a bare Dit- / 
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Mn: the Framers of this Definition don't deſign to 
excuſe. (5:) Nor canit mean an avow'd abſtinence from 
Communion; founded upon a difference in Worſhip or 
Juriſdiction (which I believe is the common Acceptation 
of the word) any more than a bare Non-Communion 
founded on that difference. For if it did, @ Pariſhioner 
of an exempted Pariſh, who liking the Diſcipline and the 
Preaching of the Minifter in that Pariſh better than in any 
other, and who ſhou'd upon that account never communi- 
cate with any other Pariſh- Church, would be a Schiſma- 
tick: Which cannot be granted any more, than that a 
Man ſhou'd be a Scliiſmatick, ſot communicating con- 
ſtantly with his Pariſh- Church. So that there is: no ſenſe 
of Separation, by which many Members being in fole 
and conſtant Communion with the Church of England 
will not be Schiſmaticks, as well as Diſſenters. And 
for this Reaſon I can't ſee, that the Schiſm of the Diſſen- 
ters can be properly included, under the general notion of 
Separation. "00 dib HE 5 mon 90, 
Neither can] ſee; that when tis reſtrain'd. to an Vune- 
ceſſary Separation from a lawtul-- Eſtabliſh'd Church, it 
will deſcribe the Diſſenters Schiſm any better; ſince 97 
it will neither exclude all Churchmen, nor comprize all 
Diſſenters. In order to ſhewithis, we'l- conſider the - 
ther parts of the Definition. By an Uaneceſſary Separation 
is meant a Separation, that is not made upon the accougt 
of ſome ſinful Terms of Communion. Well, be it ſo. All 
Diſſenters think an entire Communion with the Church 
wou'd be to them upon ſiaful Conditions: For it wou'd, 
in their Opinion, be upon Condition of being Partys 
to ſiaful Impoſitions, Cortuptions and faulty Defects, 
and of Jeſs Ediſication. And the ſame Scripture. that 
commands us to be Holy, commands us to grow in 
Holineſs, expreſꝰd there by its Parts, Grace, and the , pet. 3.18. 
Knovledg of: Jefus Chriſt.) And the Command that en- 
I Joins 
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joins us the End, enjoins us the Means that we think ne- 
ceſſary to that End. And by conſequence it wou'd be ſin- 
ful in a Diſſenter, who thinks other Chriſtian Aſſemblys 
more likely to forward his ſpiritual Improvements than 
the Church, to communicate with her. All Diſſenters 
agree in theſe Principles, tho they differ in applying em. 
Some being of Opinion, that the conſequence of theſe 
Principles is, that ſo much as Occaſional and Partial Com- 
munion with the Church is unlawful, becauſe they think, 
even that is making themſelves Partys to the Faults of the 
Church: Whilſt others think, for the Reaſons alledg'd 
before, that tis only Conſtant and Total Communion that 
can abet *em ; and upon that account,the only Communion 
whoſe Conditions are unlawful. 

And by this it appears, that all Separation from a Lawful 
Church is not Schiſm: Since better Edification is a Rea- 
ſon for Separation, as well as avoiding Communion with 
a falſe Church; and that a good Chriſttan may ſeparate 
not only from a falſe Church, but from an ill Conſtitution 
of a ſound one. And therefore whilſt the Definition ſtands 
as it does, it is a Contradiction to it ſelf; ſince there 
may be a neceſſary Separation from a lawful Church, which 
the Definition implicitly denys. So that, it the other 
parts of it were juſt, it cow'd not agree with the thing it 
de find, unleſs to Law ful be added the beſt conſtituted. And 
unleſs it run thus, that Schiſm is an unneceſſary Separation 
from a Lawful and the beſt conſtituted Eftabliſh'd Church; 
and then the Difſenters are not concern'd in it. 

And as by omitting this the Definition is defect ive, ſo the 
kft word,viz. Eſtabliſb' d, is ſuperfluous, and makes the De- 
finitton redundant. By an Eftabliſh'd Church is meant one 
that has certain Privileges granted it under the Sanction 
of human Laws. Now this Eſtabliſhment may indeed 
give Privileges to the Church, but can never make it a 
true one, or give it a good Conſtitution: And it — 

make 
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make it penal for me to ſeparate from it, but it can't make 
it ſiaful. For the Magiſtrate has no Commiſſion to give 
Laws to the Church, nor has the Church any Power to 
make any: nor does Chriſt's Laws want any human Sanc- 
tion, nor can the Society receive any Benefit by it. How 
therefore an Eſtabliſhment oſ the Church makes it Schiſm 
tor a Man to ſeparate from it, I confeſs is not plain to me, 
unleſs the neglect of a Magiſtrates Command in things 
which he has no Authority co command, be the thing 
that's meant by Schiſm. 

And indeed if Schiſm be an unneceffary Separation 
from an Eftabliſh'd Church, as well as a will one, there 
cou'd be no Schiſm before Conſtantine's time (above 300 
years after there were Chriſtian Churches) ſince before 
that time the Lawful Church had no Eſtabliſhment, But 
putting the Caſe, that not complying with the Laws 
which the Magiſtrate has made concerning the Church be 
Schiſm ; then as before thoſe Laws were made, there 
cou'd be no Schiſm : ſo neither can they be guilty of it; 
for whoſe Benefit thoſe Laws are diſpens'd with. And 
therefore ſince the AQt of Toleration has diſpens'd with 
all thoſe penal Laws, that were in force to the Diſſenters, 
they can't now be Schiſmaticks according to this notion of 
Schiſm. Nay ſince the Act of Toleration has not only 
exempted the Diſſenters from the force of the penal Laws, 
but has given *em certain Immunitys and Privileges; I 
know no reaſon why the Churches of the Diſſenters may 
not be ſaid to be eſtabliſh'd by the Act of Tolcration, as 
well as the Church of England by the Act of Uniformity ; 
unleſs the many Privileges the Church has by the one, and | 
the few the Diſſenters enjoy by the other, can make the dif- Pes e and 
ference. At leaſt, I don't ſee why this mayn't beaſſerted, — Ag 7 
if we may rely upon the Authority of Sir H's Defender; Sir H. M's 
who, upon another occaſion, fays, that wheretwo Forms 3 
of Worſhip are eſtabliſn'd by the original Conſtitution, 2 Br 
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neither can be ſaid to be Diſſenters from the Eſtabliſh- 
ment. By this time, I hope, the Meaning and the Im 
propriety of this Definition is ſufficiently underſtood : and 
how unapplicable it is tothe Separation of the Diſſenters. 
Since Schifm is not included in Separation; nor is the Se- 
paration of the Diſſenters unneceſſary; nor a Separation 
from a lau ful Church always ſinful; and that as there 
may be a Schiſm ſrom a la wful Church that has no Eſta- 
bliſhment, ſo there may be a Separation from a law ful 
eſtabliſh*'d Church, where there's no Schiſmm 

But if Schiſm did conſiſt iu a Separation from a lawful 
eſtabliſſid Church, they are not the Separatiſts who ſepa- 
rate, becauſe that lawful Church has ſomething they think 
unlawful, or which they ſuſpect to be ſo ; or at leaſt not 
only they: But they are the Separatiſts, who force the 
others to ſeparate by their Impoſitions, who make things 
neceſſary which they acknowledg to be indifferent, and 
which they know. others ſcruple as unlawful ; and who 
continue without ſome other things, which they own to 
be very deſirable. For then the former are debar'd, and 
don't debar themſelves ; they are excluded, but don't ſe- 
parate; and are driven from the Communion of the latter, 
but don't leave it. He wou'd be thought mad, if he were 


in good earneſt, who ſhou'd fix Rules of Converſation, 


which he own'd were not neceſſary to regulate it, and 
which he knew I wou'd not comply with; and ſhou'd 
afterwards cry out upon me for an ill bred Man, becauſe 
I wou'd not make one of the Company: And He 
wou'd be thought the il] bred Man, and guilty of 
an impertinent Sarcaſm, if he were in Teſt, So that tis 
to be hop'd, that no Body that is either a Friend to the 
Truth or to the Church, will for the future uſe a Definition, 
that may be of, ſome ſervice indeed to the Diſſenters, but 
can never help to ſupport the Church, nor to give us the 
true notion of Schiſm. 

But 
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But if Schiſm does conſiſt after all in Separation from e 
the true Church of England, the Gentlemen that uſe this Arie. 
Definition ſhou'd tell us, which of the Churches of Eng- ypgeratim 
land they mean, ſince there are two at preſent which lay = fate. 
claim to the Name. This is the more neceſſary, ſince 9caſiona! 
thoſe * who have wrote for the Occaſional Conformity Bill, — 
are molt of em Jacobires and Nonjurors; and ſtile them- 4% Prac- 
{elves High Churchmen. When theſe Men charge the e. 
Diſſenters with Schiſm, they mean nothing but a Separa- _ 
tion from their ſeparate Aſſemblys. But certainly no — 
Churchman can think this any Objection to the Diſſenters, Treatiſe on 
or can wiſh that the Nonconformiſts wau'd quit their „ e. 
Meetings, where the Government is fervently pray 'd for, ſcems to be 
and which are tolerated by Law, to go to the Conventicles e ſane 
of the Jacobites, to hear Sedition tauglit againſt our law ul.. 
Sovereign, 10g CCH y. oor 5. Ele ad 

Thus we ſee the Diſſenters ſtand acquitted from the. 
Charge of Schiſm, according to what notion ſoever it is 
laid, whether of the Scripture, the Fathers, or Divines. 
But if it ſhou'd be reſolv'd, notwithſtanding all that 
we have ſaid, that they are Schiſmaticks, yet they think: 
they may be good Subjects, and that they have not loſt their 
Titie to a Toleration. A Schiſmatick can be no Member 
of the Church, but he may be an uſeful one in the State. 
He can't indeed partake of Eccleſiaſtical Privileges, be- 
cauſe he has no Communion with the Church; But why. 
[hou'd he be debar*d Civil Ones? For Schiſm does not ne- 
ceſlarily make a Man a ſeditious Subject: Where it does, 
et the Sedition be puniſh'd by the Magiſtrate. But fa 
long as a Schiſmatick remains peaceable, he has a Righs 
to a Toleration, as we have prov'd before. Sir H. M. 
indeed pretends that the Diſſenters are dangerous to the 
State, I ſuppoſe becauſe they are Schiſmaticks ? But I ſhall 
conſider that Queſtion ſeparately by it ſelf in the Second: 
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Part, and ſo ſhall take no notice of it here, 


This is what the Diſſenters plead for their Occaſional 
Conformity, and their ſtated Diſſent, and the Right they 
have to an abſolute Toleration. But they think 'tis as 
much the Intereſt, as the Duty of the Government, to 
grant and maintain it. *Tis the Intereſt of the Govern. 
ment, becauſe tis its Duty. Duty and Intereſt, Propri. 
ety and Advantage, being as inſeparably connected ax 
Virtue and Reward, Vice and Puniſhment. But it will 
appear to be more particularly the Intereſt of the Govern 
ment, by recapitulating the Diſad vantages of the contrary 
Courſe, For to deprive the Diſſenters of any Privilege 
they now enjoy, and particularly of the Offices which any 
of them hold at preſent, or of the capacity they have toen- 
joy them for the future, isto weaken the Government. For 
it is to diſoblige and diſcourage ſober, induſtrious, wealthy, | 
frugal Men. It is todeprive the Nation of the readineſs | 
of their Loans, and the Benefit of their Informations: | 
Tis to rob it of the help and aſſiſtance of their Courage 
in the Camp, and of their skilful experience in our Navys 
and Fleets. It is to ſap it of the Strength it receives from 
Perſons, that are highly ſerviceable in a prudent diſcharge 
of the Commſſions of "Taxes, Peace and Lieutenancy, 
in the Bench of Aldermen, Common Council Men and 
Aſſiſtants, in the Courts of Judicature and Offices of 
State: In a word, of Men that cou'd aſſiſt in the making of 
wiſe Laws in Parliament, as well as any other of their Fe. 
low Citizens; and in the execution of 'em out of it. 

To caſhier ſuch Men as theſe from all publick Offices 
and. Employments, is not only as Maximus told Valen: 
tinian, when he had murder'd Ætius a brave General, 
with one hand to cut off the other; but with one hand to 


pro 
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provoke the other to rebel againſt the whole: For tis not 


only the way to weakenthe Government, but to endanger 
it. This it will do by tempting Men firſt to be Diſcontented 


and Uneaſy; then to ſpread thoſe Diſcontents among 
their Fellow-Citizens ; in the next place, to betray us to 


Foreigners, by revealing the Counſels of the Government, 
and retarding its Buſineſs ; till at laſt a number of rheſe 
combin'd together, enter into Conſpiracys, and don't 
ſtop at open Inſurrections. Or if breaking in upon the 
Toleration ſhou'd not carry Men to that extremity, nor 
bring things to an open rupture ; it might yet have as 
— worſe conſequences, by undermining the very Foun- 
dation of our Coaſtitution, as a latent Diſeaſe is 
more dangerous than one whoſe Symptoms break out, 
and at the ſame time diſcover the nature of the Diftem- 
per and its Cure, For it will deſtroy the ballance that 
there is between the ſeveral Partys in England, upon 
which the Ballance of Power between the three Eſtates de- 


pends, And it is upon the latter, that the framing of good 


Laws depends and the due execution of them; as the 
latter does upon the former, Nay, ttis ruining the very 
Conſtitution it ſelf, and at once breaks in upon the Prero- 
gative, the Sovereign has to command any ones ſervice 
that is capable to ferve ; and upon the Liberty every Man 
has to ſerve ; and the Rights the Country has to he ſerv'd 


by *m. In a word, whenever the Power of England 


ſhall be put into the hands of one Party, all the Preroga- 


tives of the Crown and the Libertys of the People, will 


be \wallow'd up by it. The Will of that Party muſt be 


then inſtead of the Sovereigns Prerogative, and their In- 
tereſt muſt come into the room of the general good of the 


People : But it will not only ruin us at home but abroad 
too, by diſcovering our ill will to the Presbyterians and 
Occaſional Conformiſts ; it will diſunite us more from 


the 
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the Scots, foment their Jealouſys of us at preſent, and ren. 
der an Union more impracticable for the future. It wil 
by the ſame Method beget a Diſtruſt in thoſe of our Ally 
who are Presbyterians, of our Will; and by weakning u 
at home, beget an equal diſtruſt in them of our Power tg 
help tbem. 95 N t oh 
And if the Church ſhou'd promote ſuch a Perſecution, 
it muſt be at her own expence : For it muſt wound the 
State, upon whoſe Security her Safety depends. She mull 
divide and weaken the Chriſtian and the Proteſtant Inte. 
reſt by it, both at home and abroad, and ruin the Charac. 
ter of Veracity and Temper ſhe has acquir'd by her Mo. 
deration, and the Credit that ſhe has gain'd, by being at 
preſent thought to'deſerve 'em both. 39 

If theſe Reaſons did not prove ſuch a Reſtraint of uſe- 
ful Men, and ſuch a Perſecution of good Chriſtians againſt 
our true Intereſt at all times; yet certainly the preſent un- 
happy Circumſtances of Affairs wou'd eafily convince us 
twas Unſeaſonable at this: A time when all our danger is 


from a Potent Enemy abroad, who has the Treaſures of 


the Indys to ſupport his Tyranny, and has rob'd us of the 
Revenue of Trade that might help to ſecure us from «his 


Ambition; who is unanimous and ſecret in his Councils, 


and vigorous in his Enterprizes ; whilſt we are divided 
{flow and irreſolute in ours. Sure all Heads, all Hands, al 
Purſes are few enough to reſiſt this powerful Adverſary, 
Let us learn ſome of the Methods by which Rome became 
ſo great: Shenaturaliz?d all Strangers, admitted all her 
Citizens co the higheſt Honors without diſtinction, and 
laid aſide all Quarrels and Diviſions in times of publick 
danger, to unite againſt the common Foe. ' If the Cocks 
of the Game will ſpar it out; let it be after we have ſecu- 
red our ſelves from the Kite that hovers over our Heads, 


and aims at deſtroying us both. And when the State — 
ha 
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had the aſſiſtance of the Diſſenters againſt France, and the 
Church has calPd in their help againſt the Atheiſts, Deiſts 
and Socinians, in the Controverſys and Diſputes depend- 
ing betwixt *em ; and when ſhe ſhall, by their aſſiſtance, 
have ſecur'd our common Religion from their attempts; 
let her then, if it muſt be then, bend her Forces againſt 
theſe Enemys of leſſer Importance. 
o_ 


5 . 


If coming at the Truth, or the Miſtakes in the Cauſe 
of the Proteſtant Diſſenters, as far as it lys in any of theſe 
Points, were the true and ſole deſign of the Diſputants, 
methinks the preſent Age might hope to ſee an end of 
the Conteſt. The ready way ſeems eaſier and ſhorter 
than it has been thought and repreſented. Direct An- 
ſwers to the Strength of the Cauſe it ſelf, rather than the 
Weakneſs of its Managers ;' and to the Management ra- 
ther than to the Perſons or the Party who undertake it, 
wou'd not take up large Volumes, nor require Replys, 
Rejoinders and Replications, infinite in Bulk and Number, 


come to manage their Cauſe in this way, it will no longer 

be ſuſpected that they ſerve Intereſt more than Truth, 
nor doubted on whoſe ſide the Truth lys: But it inſtead 
of Arguments we uſe Charges and Invectives, and in- 
ſtead of Replys, Recriminations, we only dwindle into 
Satyriſts, and by addreſſing our ſelves to Mens Paſſions, 
give the Standers by too much reaſon to think, that ei- 
ther we don't know our Cauſe, or diſtruſt it; and that 
we rather deſign to incenſe one Party and exaſperate the 
other, than to confirmior convince either. Nay if inſtead 
of conſidering the Evidence of the Reaſons that are 
brought, and the conſiſtency of one with another, we 
compare Principles With Practices, and one Man's Princi- 
ples with anothers, that happens to be of the ſame deno- 
K mination, 


and equally tedious and impertinent. When the Partys 
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mination, we may indeed come at the Truth of Facts, but 
can never arrive to that of Principles. Or if inſtead of con- 
ſidering all that can be poſſibly ſaid for a Cauſe, we only 
conſider what has been ſaid, or what has been the leaſt perti- 
nently ſaid, we are rather parrying to deſend our ſelves than 
to protect the Truth, or to make a home thruſt at Mens 
Miſtakes and Errors; and muſt appear to the World, more 
like men fighting a Prize, than contending in good earneſt 

tor Opinions of Weight and Importance, 
And yet this ſeems to be the State of the Diſpate,as tis ge. 
nerally manag'd at preſent. He that looks into the Pamphlets 
wolf Bripe, that ſwarmagainſt the Diſſenters, like the Agyptian Locuſts, 
p. 21, 22, and darken the Truth as much as they did the Land, will 


33 _ inſtead of ſolid Arguments for conſtant Conformity, or 
Moderation 


truly/tated, calm Replys tothe Reaſons of the LCiſſenters for ſtated 


p. 74--78- Nonconformity and anabſolute Toleration, find Perſonal 
rows = Charges and Invectives, that are either Fictitious, Anti- 
of a Letter quated or Impertinent. The old Story of forty one, and of 
concerning the Rye-houſe Plot, are new vampt and ſet out to the beſt 
—— Advantage. And the Diſlenters are repreſented as Re- 
p. 20-24. gicides and Commonwealths- men. And I know not 
44 what feign'd Deſigns are trump'd up of introducing Har- 
preſent ringtons Oceana, or the State of Noland ; of aboliſhing 
Fears diſ- Epiſcopacy, and of ſetting aſide her preſent Majeſty. The 
_—_ moderate Churchmen indeed generally ſhare theſe Calum- 
Hit.of laſt nys with the Diſſenters. But when they have made the 
4 _ Diſſenters, in Aſſociation with the moderate Churchmen, 
— 405 Enemys to the Church and the Nation, the next thing is 
ciatim, to ſet the Diſſenters at variance with the Dutch and 
re ire, Scots Presby terians, and among themſelves. The Inde- 
p. 40-48. pendants are play'd againſt the Presbyterians, and the 
3 Presbyterians of 41 * thoſe of our days, and the 
8. % Occaſional Conformiſts againſt the Conſtant Diſſenters. 
Moderation All this may be talk'd of indeed as matter of Fact if we 


—— pleaſe; and a little pains wou'd ſhew both the Falſity 0 
| | the 
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the Charge, and the Imprudence of thoſe who make it. Pe fer 
For when they are forc'd to break throall Acts of Oblivi- 2 eg. 
on and Indemnity to look into the Story of 41, methinks rat Cr. 
it's a ſign they han't much to ſay againſt the Diſſenters , . 10, 
ſince : And when they are forc'd to charge em with the 3% e 
Crimes, which illegal Proceedings and Perkin tempted Peac: at 
em to, and with none but ſeign'd and pretended ones, e. Ded. 
ſince Engliſhmen have had Liberty, and they a Tolerati- 5. 8 
on, it's a Sign that the Crimes are not chargeable upon Pref, p. 2. 
the Men or the good Uſage of 'em, but the Hard- 8. 8, „ 
ſhips and Perſecut ions they under went. And it's a ſh&wd 1 
Hint that the ſource of Malice and Invective againſt the 
Engliſh Presbyterians muſt be pretty near exhauſted, 
when their Adverſarys are forc'd to ſearch into the Pro- 
ceedings of the Scots Presbyterians, to find ſome freſh 
me tter to accuſe em of, 

In ſhort, theſe Invectives wow'd make one think, if the 
Inveteracy of the Men who uſe 'em wou'd give us leave 
to do it, that it was nothing but refin'd Banter; and that 
they deſign'd a Vindication of the Diſſenters, and the Sa- 
tyr upon ſome other Folks. For certainly they mult needs 
think that theſe Charges will put the Diſſenters in mind, 
and provoke them to remind the World, that ſuppoſing 
they had been faulty many years ago, ſome Men have 
been guilty of the ſame or of worſe Crimes ſince: For 
Treaſon againſt a whole Nation ſurpaſſes that which is 
committed againſt any ſingle Per ſon what ſoever: Selling us 
to France is a worſe Crime than Rebellion, and a Friend to 
Arbitrary Power more dangerous than a Common wealths- 
man. The Principles of paſſive Obedience are as pernicious 
as the depoſing ones: And *tis a greater degree of Reſiſtance 
to queſtion a Prince's Title to the Throne, than his Right 
to command in a matter of Religion and Conſcience. But 
yet a King who had an undoubted Title to the Crown, 
was brought to abdicate by other hands than thoſe that 
K 2 mur- 
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murder'd one: And if Regicides have been fainted, it 
was not with ſo much effrontery as Aſſaſſins have been 
abſolv'd. Occaſional Conformiſts can't be more dange- 
rous to the Church, than Occaſional Subjects muſt be to 
the State; nor Nonjurors lefs prejudicial than Fanatics, 
And I can't perſuade my ſelf, but he that places all his 
Religionin Ceremonys and Epiſcopacy, and wou'd even 
depreſs the Authority of the Scriptures, to make that of 


Dif:1.8.43. Biſhops or Ceremonys ſtand upon a level with it, is as 


bad a Chriſtian as he that profeſſes an Averſion or an In- 
difference to both. | 

But what does all this ſignify to the main Cauſe, ſu 
ſing all the Charges true on one fide, and all falſe on the 
other? Does it follow becauſe the Diſſenters were Regi- 
cides in forty eight, or remain Commonwealths-men ; be- 
cauſe they of our time differ in ſame points from the Diſ- 
fenters of thoſe, or becauſe they don't agree among them- 
ſelves; or becauſe that this or that particular Man has 
committed ſome ſlips in managing their Cauſe, that there- 
fore no Men have a right to ſeparate from the Worſhip of 
the Eftabliſh'd Church, or to erect Churthes of their 
own, and to return to ſome parts of the Eſtabliſh'd Wor- 
ſhip on ſome Occaſions; and that the Government has no 
Obligation, nor Intereſt to tolerate *em inall this? Which 
are the chief Queſtions in the Diſſenting Controverſy. 

But tho this has been but too generally the Method of 
managing this Diſpute, how abſurd ſoever, and contrary 
to the true way of managing it, it may upon reflection 
appear to be, I wou'd be underſtood to except Mr. Hoadly 
in a great meaſure out of the Charge. He has ſtudiouſſy 
ſever*d abundance of perſonal matters from the Contro- 
verſy; and has ſhewn the World both by his management 


4 Letter to of the Controverſy it felf, and by a later Inſtance, that 


he neither wants the Parts nor the Temper that's neceflary 
to bring this Diſpute to a fair Iſſue. He has given a preg- 
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nant Inſtance that he can diſpute with the Diſſenters with- 
out being angry ; and that he can writeagainſt 'em to con- 
vince em, and not to expoſe *em, ſince he retains his deſires 
to do em ſervice. A truly Chriſtian Temper, and a rare ex- 
ample of Meekneſs in a Divine; an Order which by ſome 
certain Fatality, ſeems to imitate Moſes and Elias in their 
ſurious Zeal, breaking the Tables of the Law, and call- 
ing for Fire from Heaven to conſume their Adverſarys, ra. 
ther than jeſus Chriſt, the great example of Forgive- 
neſs, Love, Gentleneſs and Forbearance. And ſince Mr. 
Hoadly has met with ſo able and ſo fair an Adverſary, the 
World may expect ſome new Light from their Debates. 
And yer, I wiſh, ſo hard is it to lay aſide Party and Paſſi- 
on, that Mr. Hoadly wou'd have wrote rather.ia Defence 
of the Church than againſt the Diſſenters; and rather a- 
** Diſſenters than this or that Party of them; and that 

e wou'd have apply'd himſelf to have ſhewn the Incon- 
ſiſtency of Nonconformity, rather than of the Men that 
don't conform, and have argu'd more ad ae and leſs 
* ad Hominem.“ For ſuch a way of reaſ&ing can && 
only informiag us of Characters, and not of Things; and 
the conſequence of ſuch Arguments can be no more than 


this, that the Diſſenters are in the wrong, and not that 


the Principles upon which a Man may diſſent are not right; 
that is to ſay, it only follows that the Nonconformilts 
ought to Reform, and not that they do ill to Diſſent. 


However when any other Point in the Diſſenting Con- 
troverſy, ſhall be as fairly manag'd as thoſe depending be- 
tween theſe Antagoniſts; it may be juſtly expected, 
that the Diſſenters ſhou'd think of Replying, or it they 
don't, as juſtly thought, that they can't, Whereas 
whilſt their Antagoniſts continue to write as they do, it 
may be fairly ſuppos'd, that the Diſſenters have learnt ſo 

| much 
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much from one that has very lately appear'd againſt em, 
Sir . N. as to take this Motto, 
el. p. 2. Oidicerunt illi maledicero, nos contemnere.“ 
And ſince that Worthy Gentleman has brought feveral Ar, 
guments in vindication of the Occational Conformity Bill, 
which ſeem, for the moſt part, to be deſign'd as real Ob. 
2 againſt the Toleration of Diſſenters and Occaſſonal 
onformiſts, rather than as Iavectives againſt the Diſſen. 
ters and Occaſional Conformiſts themſelves : and that both 
the Noiſe which the Book has made, and the Character of 
its Author, all challenge a calm and impartial Conſidera. 
| tion ; we ſhall attempt it in the Second Part, Bur Sir H, 
Ft | muſt not be angry with me, who wou'd ſo induſtriouſly 
fl | avoid the mixing of perſonal matters, that I conceal a 
"bj 5 Name, which tis neither worth his While, nor which 
cant be of any Advantage to his Cauſe to know; it being 
nt of no Importance who writes, but what is written ; unleſs 
1 one had ſo great a Name, and ſo many honorable Charac- 
1 ters as Sir H. has, to put at the end of a pompous Title. 
1 page for the ſervice of the Bookſeller, and the Recom- 
1 mendation of the Book: which are Advantages the Au- 
0 thor profeſſes, he neither envys Sir H. nor has himſelf, 
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A Vindication of the Miniſters of the 
Goſpel in and about London, from the 
unjuſt Aſperſions caſt upon their former 
Aclings for the Parliament, as if they 
had promoted the bringing of the KinG 
to Capital Puniſhment. 


T cannot be unknown how much we, and other Mi- 
nilters of this City and Kingdom, that faithfully ad- 
het'd tothe Parliament, have injuriouſly ſmarted un- 


der the ſcourge of evil Tongues and Pens, ever ſince 
the firſt eruption of the unhappy Differences and unna- 


W tural War between the King and Parliament, for our Obe- 


dience to the Commands and Orders of the Honourable 
Houſes, in their Conteſts with his Majeſty, and Conflicts 
with his Armys. 

We are not ignorant of the over. buſy Intermedlings of 
Prelates and their Party heretofore, in over-ruling Civil 


Affairs, to the great endangering of Kingdoms, and of 


this in particular, when private Intereſts, ambitious De- 
ſigns, Revenge, or other ſiniſter Ends, engaged them be- 
yond their Sphere. Howbeit, it cannot reaſonably (as 
we conceive) be denied, that Miniſters, as Subjects, being 


bound to obey the Laws and to preſerve the Liberties of 


the Kingdom, and having an Intereſt in them and the 
Happineſs of them, as well as others, may and ought 
(with- 


1 
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(without incurring the juſt cenſure due to Buſy. bodies 
and Incendiaries) to appear, for preſerving the Laws and 
Liberties of that Commonwealth whereof they are Mem- 
bers, eſpecially in our caſe, when it was declared by the 
Parliament, that all was at ſtake, and in danger to be 
loſt. No, nor as Miniſters ought they to hold their peace, 
in a time wherein the Sins of Rulers and Magiſtrates, as 
well as others, have ſo far provoked God, as to kindle the 
fire of his Wrath againſt his People. And yet, for this 
alone, the faithful Servants of God, have in all Ages, 
thro the Malice of Satan and his Inſtruments, been tradu- 
ced as Arch-Incendiaries, when only their Accuſers are 
indeed guilty of both laying the train, and of putting fire 
to it, to blow up a Kingdom. 

An Ahab and his Sycopbants think none ſo fit to bear 
the Odium of being the grand Troubler of Iſrael, as Elijah, 
Thus, the Popiſh Device was, to charge the Gunpowder 
Treaſon (had it taken effect) upon the Paritans And if 

ou believe Tertullus, even a Paul is a peſtilent Fellow, 4 
Mover of Sedition throughout the World, a Ringleader of a 


Sec, and what not, but what he is. Yea, Chrift himſelf | 


(tho a Friend to Monarchy, even of Heatheniſh Rowe) is 
proclaimed an Enemy to Ceſar, to open a way to his De- 


ſtruction, by their Malice, who never cared for the Inte- 


reſt of Ceſar. | 
Whercfore, altho with , who have had experience 
of like uſage, it be a ſmall thing to be thus judged of men, 
when we regard only our own particular Perſons : For, 
if they call the Maſter of the Houſe Beelzebub, how much 
more thoſe of his Houſhold Yet when we conſider how 
much it concerns the Honour of our Maſter, and the 
good of all, to preſerve our Miniſterial Function imma- 
culate (our good Names being, 1n that relation, as need- 
ful to others, as a good Conſcience to our ſelves) we dare 
not but ſtand by and aſlert the Integrity of our Hearts, and 
the 


(73) 
the Innocency of all our Actings (in reference to the 
King and Kingdom) for which we are ſo much calumniat- 
ed and traduced. 

This we are compel'd to at this time, becauſe there are 
many who very confidently (yet moſt unjuſtly) charge us 
to have been formerly inſtrumental toward the taking a- 
way the Life of the King: And becauſe alſo there are 
others, who in their ſcurrilous Paſquils and Libels (as well 
as with their virulent Tongues) repreſent us to the World 
:5 a bloody ſeditions Sect, and traiterous ObſtruGors of what 
$ all the godly People of the Kingdom do earneſily deſire for 
8 c/#abliſhing of Religion and Peace, in that we ſtick at the 
Execution of the King, while yet we are (as they fallly 
affirm) content to have bim convicted and condemned. All 
2 which we muſt, and do from our hearts diſclaim, before 
the whole world. . 
For when we did firſt engage with the Parliament, 
(which we did not till called thereunto) we did it with 
loyal Hearts and Affection towards the King and his Poſte- 
'a FErity ; not intending the leaſt hurt to his Perſon, but to 

ſtop his Party from doing further hurt to the Kingdom; 
not to bring his Majeſty to Juſtice (as ſome now ſpeak) 
but to put him into a better capacity to do Juſtice : 7 re- 
node the Wicked from before him, that his Ibrone might be 
Rabid. in Righteouſneſs 5 not to dethrone and deſtroy 


ce him, which (we much fear) is the ready way to the De- 
„, ſtruction of all his Kingdoms. | 
or, . That which put any of us on at firſt to appear for the 


* Parliament was, The Propoſitions and Orders of the Lords 
and Commons in Parliament (June 10. 1642.) for bringing 
in of Mony and Plate, &c. wherein they aſſured us that 
whatſoever ſhould be brought in thereupon, ſhould not 


4 be at all employed upon any other occaſion, than to main- 
re din the Proteſtant Religion, the King's Authority, his Per- 
en and his Royal Dignity, the free courſe of Juſtice, the Laws 
þ <p . 
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( 74) 
of the Land, the Peace of the Kingdom, and the Privilege, kr 
of Parliament, againit any Force which ſhall oppoſe them. 

And in this we were daily confirmed and encouraged 
more and more by their many ſubſequent Declarations and 
Proteſtations, which we held our ſelves bound to believe, 
knowing many of them to be godly and conſcientious 
Men, of publick Spirits, zealouſly promoting the com- 
mon good, and labouring to free this Kingdom from Ty- 
ranny and Slavery, which ſome evil Inſtruments about the 
King endeavour'd to bring upon the Nation. 

As for the preſent Actings at Weitminiter, ſince the 
time that ſo many of the Members were by force ſecluded, 
divers impriſoned, and others thereupon withdrew from 
the Houſe of Commons (and there not being that Con- 
junction of the two Houſes as heretofore) we are wholly 
unſatisfied therein, becauſe we conceive them to be ſo far 
from being warranted by ſufficient Authority, as that in 
our apprehenſions they tend to an anal Alteration (if 
not Subverſion) of that which the Honourable Houſe of 
Commons, in their Declaration of April 17. 1646. have 
taught us to call the Fundamental Conſtitution and Govern- 
ment of this Kingdom, which they therein aſſure us (if we 
underſtand them) they would never alter. i 

Yea, we hold our ſelves bound in duty to God, Reli- 
gion, the King, Parliament and Kingdom, to profeſs be- 
fore God, Angels and Men, that we verily believe that 


which is ſo much feared to be now in agitation, the taking thi 
away the Life of the King, in the preſent way of Trial, is , © 
not only not agreeable to any Word of God, the Principles ly 
of the Proteſtant Religion (never yet ſtained with the ©? 
leaſt drop of Blood of a King) or the fundamental Con- W 
ſtitution and Government of this Kingdom; but contra - Af 
ry to them, as alſo to the Oath of Allegiance, the Proteſta- th 
lion of iy 5, 1641. and the Solemn League and Co- : -y 

K 


venanſ : from all or any of which Engagements, we 
know N 
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know not any Power on Earth, able to abſolve us or others, 

In which laſt, we have (worn (with hands lifted up to 
the moſt high God) That we ſhall with ſincerity, reality, and 
conſtancy, in our ſeveral Vocations, endeavour with our Eſtates 
and Lives, mutually to preſerve and defend the Rights and Pri- 
vileges of the Parliament, and the Liberties of the Kingdoms, 
and to preſerve and defend the King's Majeſty's Perſon and Au- 
thority, in the defence of the true Religion, and Liberties of the 
Kingdoms: That the world may bear witneſi with our Conſciences 
of our Loyalty, and that we have no thoughts or intentions to di- 
miniſh his Majeſty's juſt power and greatneſs. 

And we are further tied by another Article of the fame 
Covenant; Not to ſuffer our ſelves, dire@ly or indireQly, by 
whatſoever combination, perſwaſicn or terror, to be divided or 
withdrawn from this bleſſed Union and Conjundlion, whether to 
make defeclion to the contrary party, or to give our ſelves to a de- 
teſtable indifferency or neutrality in this Cauſe which ſo much con- 
cerns the glory o God, the good of the Kingdoms, and honour of 
the King but ſhall all the days of our lives, zealouſly and con- 
ſtartly continue therein aguinſt all oppoſition, and promote the 


fame according to our power, againſt all lets and impediments 


whitſocucr, And this we have not only taken our ſelves, but 
moſt of us have by command of the Parliament adminiſtred 
it to others, whom we have thereby drawn in to be as deep 
as our ſelves in this publick Engagement, 

Therefore, according to that our Covenant, we do in 
the Name of the Great God (to whom all muſt give a ſtrict 
account) warn and exhort all who either more immediate- 
ly belong to our reſpective Charges, or any way depend on 
our Miniſtry, or to whom we have adminiſtred the faid Co- 
venant (that we ma not by our ſilence ſuffer them to run 
upon that highly provoking fin of Perjury) to keep cloſe to 
the ways of God, and the rules of Religion, the Laws, and 
their Vo as, in their conſtant maintaining the true Reformed 
Religion, the fundamental Conſtitution and Goren 
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of this Kingdom, (not ſuffering themſelves to be ſeduced 
from it, by being drawn in to ſubſcribe the late Models, or 
— ork * Agreement of the People *, which directly tends to the utter 
(for the ſub- ſubverſion of the whole frame of the fundamental Govern- 
ttance of ir) ment of the Land, and makes way for an univerſal tolera- 
IC. tion of all Hereſies and Blaſphemies, directly contrary to 
ing of Parlia- Our Covenant, if they can but get their Abettors to cover 
* them under a falſe guiſe of the Chriſtian Religion) as alſo in 
44 Covern. preſerving the Privileges of both Houſes of Parliament, and 
ment of the the Union between the two Nations of England and Scot— 
— Fo land; to mourn bitterly for their own fins, the (ins of the 
yea, condem- City, Army, Parliament, and Kingdom, and the woful miſ- 
ned delete, carriages of the King himſelf (which we cannot but ac 
neral, and his kKNoWledg to be many and very great) in his Government, 
Council of War, that have coſt the three Kingdoms ſo dear, and caſt him 
rw — down from his Excellency into an horrid pit of miſery, al- 
to death for moſt beyond Example: And to pray that God would both 
promoting it. give him effectual Repentance, and ſanQity that bitter Cup 
of Divine Diſpleaſure, that the Divine Providence hath put 


into his hand; as alſo that God would reſtrain the violence 

of men, that they may not dare to draw upon themſelves 

and the Kingdom, the blood of their Sovereign. 

And now, we have good reaſon to expect that they who 

brought us under ſuch a bond, and thereby led us into the 

neceſſity of this preſent Aindication and Manifeſtation of 

our Judgments and Diſcharge of our Conſciences, ſhould 

defend us in it. However, we reſolve rather to be of their 

number that tremble at his Terrors who is a conſuming fire, 

and will not fail to avenge the quarrel of his Covenant, upon 

Lev. 28. all that contemn it, than to be found among thoſe who deſ- 
Ezck. 17. piſe the Oath by breaking his Covenant (after lifting up the 
25am. 21. hand) altho it had been made but in Civil things only, and 
that with the worſt of Men. 
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C.Burges, 


( 
C. Burges, D. D. Preacher of the Word in Paul's Lond. 
Vill. Gouge, D. D. Paſtor of Black- Fryars, | 
Edm. Stanton, D. D. Paſtor of Kingitor. 
Tho. Temple, D. D. Paſtor of * Batterſey, 
Geo. Walker, Paſtor of John Evang. 
Edm, Calamy, Paſtor of Aldermanbury. 
Fer, Whitaker, Paſtor of Magd. Bermun ſey. 
Din. Cawdrey, Miniſter of Martins in the Fields. 
William Spurſtow, Miniſter of Hackrey. 
La. Seaman, Paſtor of Alb. Breadſitreet. 
Simeon Aſhe, Miniſter of Michael Baſing ſhaw. 
Thomas Caſe, Miniſter of Magd. Mlkſtreet. 
Nich. Proffet, Miniſter of Foſters. 
Thomas T horowgood, Miniſter of Crayford. 
Edward Corbet, Miniſter of Croyder. 
Henry Roborongh, Paſtor of Leonards Cait-Cheap. 
Arthur J ackſon, Paſtor of Michaels Woodſtreet. 
7a. Nalton, Paſtor of Leonards Foſterlane. 
Thomas Cawton, Paſtor of Bartholomew Exchange. 
Charles Offipring, Paſtor of Antholins. 
Sa. Clark, Miniſter of Bennet Fynk, 
Jo. Wall, Miniſter of Michael Cornbill. 
Fran. Roberts, Paſtor of the Church at Auſtins. 
Mat, Havilund, Paſtor of Trinity. 
Jobn Sheffield, Miniſter of Swithins. 
William Harriſon, Miniſter of Gracechurch, 
William Jenkyn, Miniſter of Chriitchurch. 


Jokn Viner, Paſtor of Botolph Aldgate. 


Elidad * Bluckwel Paſtor of Andrew Onderſhaſt. 
Jobn Croſſe Miniſter at Matthews Fridayſtreet. 


4 = Fuller Miniſter at Buttolph Biſhopſgate. 


illiam Taplor Paſtor of Stephens Colemanſtreet. 
Peter Witham Paſtor of Albans Mood ſtreet. 
Fran, Peck Paſtor of Nich. Acorxe. 
Chriitopher Love Paſtor of Anne Alderſgate. 
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bn Wallis Miniſter of Martin Ironmon ger lane. 
o. Watſon Paſtor of Stephens allrad 

Tho, Bed ſord Paſtor of Martins Ontwich, 

William IWickins Paſtor of A»drew Hubbard. 

Tho. Manton Miniſter of Stoke Newingtos. 

Thomas Gonge Paſtor of Sepnlchers, 

William Blackmore Paſtor of Peter, Cornbil. 

Robert Mercer Miniſter of Brid. 

Ra. Robinſon Paſtor of Mary Woo, orb. 

John Glaſcock, Miniſter at Onderſha * 

Thomas Whately Miniſter at Mary Mool. Church. 

Jonathan Lloyde Paſtor of Fames Garlick: Hithe, 

John Melli Paſtor of Olaves Fury. 

Benjamin Needler Paſtor of Margaret Moſes. 

Nath. Staniſorth Miniſter of Mary Bothaw. 

Stephen Watkins Miniſter of Mary Overies, 

Facob Tice Paſtor of Botolph Billing ſgate, 

John Stileman Miniſter at Roth erbithe. 

Foſias Bull Paſtor of North Cray. 

Fonathan Devereux late Minſter at Andrews Hallo, | 

Paul Ruſſe! Preacher at Hackney. | 

Foſuah Kirby Miniſter of the Word. 

Arthur Barham Paſtor at Helens, 


